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PREFACE. 


The  Printers  have  got  our  "  Talks  on  Manures  "  in  type ;  and 
the  publishers  want  a  Preface. 

The  Deacon  is  busy  hoeing  his  corn ;  the  Doctor  is  gone  to  Rice 
Lake,  fishing ;  Charley  is  cultivating  mangels ;  the  Squire  is  hay- 
ing, and  I  am  here  alone,  with  a  pencil  in  hand  and  a  sheet  of 
blank  paper  before  me.  I  would  far  rather  be  at  work.  In  fact, 
I  have  only  just  come  in  from  the  field. 

Now,  what  shall  I  say  ?  It  will  do  no  good  to  apologize  for  the 
deficiencies  of  the  hook.  If  the  critics  condescend  to  notice  it  at 
all,  nothing  I  can  say  will  propitiate  their  favor,  or  moderate  their 
censure.  They  are  an  independent  set  of  fellows  !  I  know  them 
well.  I  am  an  old  editor  myself,  and  nothing  would  please  me 
better  than  to  sit  down  and  write  a  slashing  criticism  of  these 
"  Talks  on  Manures." 
But  I  am  denied  that  pleasure.  The  critics  have  the  floor. 
All  I  will  say  here,  is,  that  the  book  is  what  it  pretends  to  be. 
Some  people  seem  to  think  that  the  "  Deacon  "  is  a  fictitious  char- 
acter. Nothing  of  the  kind.  He  is  one  of  the  oldest  farmers  in 
town,  and  lives  on  the  farm  next  to  me.  I  have  the  very  highest 
respect  for  him.  I  have  tried  to  report  him  fully  and  correctly. 
Of  my  own  share  in  the  conversations  I  will  say  little,  and  of  the 
Doctor's  nothing.  My  own  views  are  honestly  given.  I  hold  mv- 
self  responsible  for  them.  I  may  contradict  in  one  chapter  what' I 
have  asserted  in  another.  And  so,  probably,  has  the  Deacon.  I 
do  not  know  whether  this  is  or  is  not  the  case.  I  know  very  well 
that  on  many  questions  "much  can  be  said  on  both  sides"— and 
very  likely  the  Deacon  is  sometimes  on  the  south  side  of  the  fence 
and  I  on  the  north  side ;  and  in  the  next  chapter  you  may  find  the 
Deacon  on  the  north  side,  and  where  would  you  have  me  go,  ex- 
cept to  the  south  side  ?  We  cannot  see  both  sides  of  the  fence,  if 
both  of  us  walk  on  the  same  side ! 

I  fear  some  will  be  disappointed  at  not  finding  a  particular  sub- 
ject discussed. 

I  have  talked  about  those  things  which  occupy  my  own  thoughts. 
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IV  Preface. 

There  are  some  things  not  worth  thmking  about.  There  are  others 
beyond  my  reach. 

I  have  said  nothing  about  manures  for  cotton  or  for  the  sugar- 
cane— not  because  I  feel  no  interest  in  the  matter,  but  because  I 
have  had  no  experience  in  the  cultivation  of  these  important  crops. 
I  might  have  told  what  the  crops  contain,  and  could  have  given 
minute  directions  for  furnishing  in  manure  the  exact  quantity  of 
plant-food  which  the  crops  remove  from  the  soiL  But  I  have  no 
faith  in  such  a  system  of  farming.  The  few  cotton-planters  I  have 
had  the  pleasure  of  seeing  were  men  of  education  and  rare  ability. 
I  cannot  undertake  to  offer  them  advice.  But  I  presume  they  will 
find  that,  if  they  desire  to  increase  the  growth  of  the  cotton-plant, 
in  nine  cases  out  of  ten  they  can  do  it,  provided  the  soil  is  properly 
worked,  by  supplying  a  manure  containing  available  nitrogen, 
phosphoric  acid,  and  potash.  But  the  proper  proportion  of  these 
ingredients  of  plant-food  must  be  ascertained  by  experiment,  and 
not  from  a  mere  analysis  of  the  cotton-plant. 

I  have  much  faith  in  artificial  manures.  They  will  do  great 
things  for  American  agriculture — directly,  and  indirectly.  Their 
general  use  will  lead  to  a  higher  system  of  farming — to  better  cul- 
tivation, more  root  and  fodder  crops,  improved  stock,  higher  feed- 
ing, and  richer  manure.  But  it  has  been  no  part  of  my  object  to 
unduly  extol  the  virtues  of  commercial  manures.  That  may  be  left 
to  the  manufacturers. 

My  sympathy  is  with  the  farmer,  and  especially  with  the  farmer 
of  moderate  means,  who  finds  that  improved  farming  calls  for 
more  and  more  capital.  I  would  like  to  encourage  such  a  man. 
And  so,  in  point  of  fact,  woukl  the  Deacon,  though  he  often  talks 
as  though  a  man  who  tries  to  improve  his  farm  will  certainly  come 
to  poverty.  Such  men  as  the  Deacon  are  useful  neighbors  if  their 
doubts,  and  head-shakings,  and  shoulder-sbruggings  lead  a  young 
and  enthusiastic  farmer  to  put  more  energy,  industry,  and  economy 
into  his  business.  It  is  well  to  listen  to  the  Deacon — to  hear  all  his 
objections,  and  then  to  keep  a  sharp  look-out  for  the  dangers  and 
difiieulties,  and  go-ahead. 
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TALKS    ON    MANURES. 


CHAPTER    I. 

FARMING    AS    A    BUSINESS. 

*'  Farmiog  is  a  poor  business,"  said  the  Deacon.  "  Take  the  com 
crop.  Thirty  bushels  per  acre  is  a  fair  average,  worth,  at  75  cents 
per  bushel,  $22.50.  If  we  reckon  that,  for  each  bushel  of  corn,  we 
get  100  lbs.  of  stalks,  this  would  be  a  ton  and  a  half  per  acre,  worth 

at  |5  per  ton  $7.50." 

Total  receipts  per  acre  for  corn  crop §30  00 

Expenses. — Preparing  the  land  for  the  crop $5  00 

Planting  and  seed 1  50 

Cultivating,  three  times,  twice  in  a  row  both 

ways 5  00 

Hoeing  twice 3  00 

Cutting  up  the  corn 1  50 

Husliing  and  drawing  in  the  corn 4  00 

Drawing  in  the  stalks,  etc 1  00 

Shelling,  and  drawing  to  market 2  00 

Total  cost  of  the  crop $2."  00 

Profit  per  acre $7  00 

"  And  from  this,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  wc  have  to  deduct  interest 
on  land  and  taxes.     I  tell  you,  farming  is  a  jioor  business." 

"Yes,"  I  replied,  ^'■poor  farming  is  a  mrij  poor  business.  But 
good  farming,  if  we  have  good  prices,  is  as  good  a  business  as  I 
want,  and  withal  as  pleasant.     A  good  farmer  raises  75  bushels 

(9) 
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of  cora  per  acre,  instead  of  30.      He  would    get  for  his  crop, 

including  stalks $75  00 

Expenses.— Preparing  land  for  the  crop $5  00 

Planting  and  seed 1  50 

Cultivating 5  00 

Hoeing 3  GO 

Catting  up  the  corn 1  50 

Husking  and  drawing 10  00 

Drawing  in  the  stalks 3  00 

Shelling,  etc COO 

$35  00 

Profit  per  acre $49  00 

Take  another  case,  which  actually  occurred  in  this  neighborhood. 
The  Judge  is  a  good  farmer,  and  particularly  successful  iu  raising 
potatoes  and  selling  them  at  a  good  price  to  hotels  and  private 
families.  He  cultivates  very  thoroughly,  plants  in  hills,  and  puts 
a  liaudful  of  ashes,  plaster,  and  hen-manure,  on  the  hill. 

In  1873,  his  crop  of  Peachblows  was  at  the  rate  of  208  bushels 
per  acre.  Of  these,  200  bushels  were  sold  at  60  cents  per  bushel. 
There  were  8  bushels  of  small  potatoes,  worth  say  12i  cents  per 
bushel,  to  feed  out  to  stock. 

Mr.  Sloe,  who  lives  on  an  adjoining  farm,  had  three  acres  of 
Peachblow  potatoes  the  same  year.  The  yield  was  100  bushels  per 
acre — of  which  25  bushels  were  not  large  enough  for  market,  he 
got  50  cents  per  bushel  for  the  others. 

The  account  of  the  two  crops  stands  as  follows: 


Uxpeiises  Per  Acre ; 


Plowing,  harrowing,  rolling,  marking,  plant- 
ing, and  covering 

Seed 


Hoeing,  cultivating,  etc. 
Di2;2;insj 


Jteccipis  Per  Acre: 

7,)  bushels,  @  50c 

25       "         @r3ic 


200  bushels,  (pi  60c. 
8       "  @  12k 


Profit  per  acre §10  G;' 


lai  OJ 
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Since  then,  Mr.  Sloe  has  been  making  and  using  more  manure, 
and  the  year  before  last  (1875)  his  crop  of  potatoes  avera^^-ed  over 
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200  bushels  per  acre,  and  on  the  sandy  knolls,  where  more  manure 
was  applied,  the  yield  was  at  least  350  bushels  per  acre. 

"Nevertheless,"  said  the  Deacon,  "I  do  not  believe  in  'high 
farming.'     It  will  not  pay." 

"Possibly  not,"  I  replied.  "It  depends  on  circumstances;  and 
these  we  will  talk  about  presently.  High  farming  aims  to  get 
large  crops  every  year.  Good  farming  produces  equally  large  crops 
per  acre,  but  not  so  many  of  them.  This  is  what  I  am  trying  to 
do  on  my  own  farm.  I  am  aiming  to  get  35  bushels  of  wheat  per 
acre,  80  bushels  of  shelled  corn,  50  bushels  of  barley,  90  bushels  of 
oats,  300  bushels  of  potatoes,  and  1,200  bushels  of  mangel-wurzel 
per  acre,  on  the  average.  I  can  see  no  way  of  paying  high  wages 
except  by  raising  large  crops  per  acre.  But  if  I  get  these  large 
crops  it  does  not  necessarily  follow  that  I  am  practising  'high 
farming.'  " 

To  illustrate:  Suppose  I  should  succeed  in  getting  such  crops 
by  adopting  the  following  plan.  I  have  a  farm  of  nearly  300  acres, 
one  quarter  of  it  being  low,  alluvial  land,  too  wet  for  cultivation, 
but  when  drained,  excellent  for  pasturing  cows  or  for  timothy 
meadows.  I  drain  this  land,  and.  after  it  is  drained  I  dam  up  some 
of  the  streams  that  flow  into  it  or  through  it,  and  irrigate  wherever 
I  can  make  the  water  flow.     So  much  for  the  low  land. 

The  upland  portion  of  the  farm,  containing  say  200  acres,  ex- 
clusive of  fences,  roads,  buildings,  garden,  etc.,  is  a  naturally  fertile 
loam,  as  good  as  the  average  wheat  land  of  "Western  New  York. 
But  it  is,  or  was,  badly  "  run  down."  It  had  been  what  people  call 
"  worked  to  death ; "  although,  in  point  of  fact,  it  had  not  been 
half-worked.  Some  said  it  was  "  wheated  to  death,"  others  that  it 
had  been  "  oated  to  death,"  others  that  it  had  been  "  grassed  to 
death,"  and  one  man  said  to  me,  "  That  field  has  had  sheep  on  it 
until  they  have  gnawed  every  particle  of  vegetable  matter  out  of 
the  soil,  and  it  will  not  now  produce  enough  to  pasture  a  flock  of 
geese."  And  he  was  not  far  from  right — notwithstanding  the  fact 
that  sheep  are  thought  to  be,  and  are,  the  best  animals  to  enrich 
land.  But  let  me  say,  in  passing,  that  I  have  since  raised  on  that 
same  field  50  bushels  of  barley  per  acre,  33  bushels  of  Diehl  wheat, 
a  great  crop  of  clover,  and  last  year,  on  a  part  of  it,  over  1,000 
bushels  of  mangel-wurzel  per  acre. 

But  this  is  a  digression.  Let  us  carry  out  the  illustration.  "What 
does  this  upland  portion  of  the  farm  need?  It  needs  undcrdrain- 
ing,  thorough  cultivation,  and  plenty  of  manure.  If  I  had  plenty 
of  manure,  I  could  adopt  high  farming.  But  ^vhcre  am  I  to  get 
plenty  of  manure  for  200  acres  of  laud?     "Make  il,"  says  the 
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Deacon.  Very  good ;  but  what  shall  I  make  it  of  ?  "  Make  it  out 
of  your  straw  and  stalks  and  hay."  So  I  do,  but  all  the  straw  and 
stalks  and  hay  raised  on  the  farm  when  I  bought  it  would  not 
make  as  much  manure  as  "  high  farming"  requires  for  five  acres 
of  land.  And  is  this  not  true  of  lialf  the  farms  in  the  United 
States  to  day  ?     What  then,  shall  we  do  ? 

The  best  thing  to  do,  theoretically,  is  this :  Any  land  that  is  pro- 
ducing a  fair  crop  of  grass  or  clover,  let  it  lie.  Pasture  it  or  mow 
it  for  hay.  If  you  have  a  field  of  clayey  or  stiff  loamy  land,  break 
it  up  in  the  fall,  and  summer-fallow  it  the  next  year,  and  sow  it  to 
wheat  and  seed  it  down  with  clover.  Let  it  lie  two  or  three  years 
in  clover.  Then  break  it  up  in  July  or  August,  "  fall-fallow  "  it, 
and  sow  it  with  barley  the  next  spring,  and  seed  it  down  again 
with  clover. 

Sandy  or  light  land,  that  it  will  not  pay  to  summer-fallow, 
should  have  all  the  manure  you  can  make,  and  be  plowed  and 
planted  with  corn.  Cultivate  thoroughly,  and  either  seed  it  down 
with  the  corn  in  August,  or  sow  it  to  barley  or  oats  next  spring, 
and  seed  it  down  with  clover.  I  say,  theoretically  this  is  the  best 
plan  to  adopt.  But  practically  it  may  not  be  so,  because  it  may  be 
absolutely  necessary  that  we  should  raise  something  that  we  can 
sell  at  once,  and  get  money  to  live  upon  or  pay  interest  and  taxes. 
But  the  gentlemen  who  so  strenuously  advocate  high  farming,  are 
not  perhaps  often  troubled  with  considerations  of  this  kind.  Meet- 
ing them,  therefore,  on  their  own  ground,  I  contend  that  in  my 
case  "  high  farming  "  would  not  be  as  profitable  as  the  \}\wi  hinted 
at  above. 

The  rich  alluvial  low  land  is  to  be  pastured  or  mown ;  the  upland 
to  be  broken  up  only  when  necessary,  and  when  it  is  plowed  to  be 
plowed  well  and  worked  thoroughly,  and  got  back  again  into 
clover  as  soon  as  possible.  The  hay  and  pasture  from  the  low 
land,  and  the  clover  and  straw  and  stalks  from  the  upland,  would 
enable  us  to  keep  a  good  many  cows  and  sheep,  with  more  or  less 
pigs,  and  there  would  be  a  big  pile  of  manure  in  the  yard  every 
spring.  And  when  this  is  once  obtained,  you  can  get  along  much 
more  pleasantly  and  profitably. 


"  But,"  I  may  be  asked,  "  when  jow  have  got  this  pile  of  manure 
can  not  you  adopt  high  farming  ? "  No.  My  manure  pile  would 
contain  say  :  60  tons  of  clover-haj' ;  30  tons  wheat-straw ;  25  tons 
oat,  barley,  and  pea-straw;  40  tons  moadow-hay;  20  tons  corn- 
stalks ;  20  tons  corn,  oats,  and  other  grain ;  120  tons  mangel-wurzel 
and  turnips. 
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This  would  give  me  about  500  tons  of  well-rotted  manure.  I 
should  want  200  tons  of  this  for  the  mangels  and  turnips,  and  the 
300  tons  I  should  want  to  top-dress  20  acres  of  grass  land  intended 
for  corn  and  potatoes  the  next  year.  My  pile  of  manure,  there- 
fore, is  all  used  up  on  25  to  30  acres  of  land.  In  other  words,  I  use 
the  unsold  produce  of  10  acres  to  manure  one.  Is  this  "  high 
farming  ?  "  I  think  in  vay  circumstances  it  is  good  farming,  but  it 
is  not  high  farming.  It  gives  me  large  crops  per  acre,  but  I  hare 
comparatively  few  acres  in  crops  that  are  sold  from  the  farm. 

"High  farming,"  if  the  term  is  to  have  anj^  definite  meanmg  at 
all,  should  only  be  used  to  express  the  idea  of  a  farm  so  managed 
that  the  soil  is  rich  enough  to  produce  maximum  crops  every  year. 
If  you  adopt  the  system  of  rotation  quite  general  in  this  section — 
say,  1st  year,  coin  on  sod;  2d,  barley  or  oats;  3d,  wheat;  4th, 
clover  for  hay  and  afterwards  for  seed ;  5th,  timothy  and  clover 
for  hay ;  and  then  the  6th  year  plowed  up  for  corn  again — it  would 
be  necessary  to  make  the  land  rich  enough  to  produce  say  100 
bushels  shelled  corn,  50  bushels  of  barley,  40  bushels  of  wheat,  3 
tons  clover-hay,  and  5  bushels  of  clover-seed,  and  3  tons  clover  and 
timothy-hay  per  acre.  This  would  be  moderate  high  farming.  If 
we  introduced  lucern,  Italian  lye-grass,  corn-fodder,  and  mangel- 
wurzel  into  the  rotation,  we  should  need  still  richer  land  to  produce 
a  maximum  growth  of  these  crops.  In  other  words,  we  should 
need  more  manure. 

The  point  I  am  endeavoring  to  get  at,  is  this :  "Where  you  want 
a  farm  to  be  self-supporting — where  you- depend  solely  on  the  pro- 
duce of  the  farm  to  supply  manure — it  is  a  sheer  impossibility  to 
adopt  high  farming  on,  the  whole  of  your  land.  I  want  to  raise  just 
as  large  crops  per  acre  as  the  high  farmers,  but  there  is  no  way  of 
doing  this,  unless  we  go  outside  the  farm  for  manure,  without 
raising  a  smaller  area  of  such  crops  as  are  sold  from  the  farm. 


I  do  not  wish  any  one  to  suppose  that  I  am  opposed  to  high  farm- 
ing. There  is  occasionally  a  farm  where  it  may  be  practised  with 
advantage,  but  it  seems  perfectly  clear  to  my  mind  that  as  long  as 
there  is  such  an  unlimited  supply  of  land,  and  such  a  limited  sup- 
ply of  fertilizers,  most  of  us  will  find  it  more  profitalile  to  develop 
the  latent  stores  of  plant-food  lying  dormant  in  the  soil  rather  than 
to  buy  manures.  And  it  is  certain  that  you  can  not  adopt  higli 
farming  without  either  bujing  manure  directly,  or  buying  food  to 
feed  to  animals  that  shall  make  manure  on  the  farm. 

And  you  must  recollect  that  high  farming  requires  an  increased 
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supply  of  labor,  and  hired  help  is  a  luxury  almost  as  costly  as 
artificial  fertilizers. 


We  have  heard  superficial  thinkers  object  to  agricultural  papers 
on  the  ground  that  they  were  urging  farmers  to  improve  thek  land 
and  i)roduce  larger  crops,  "  while,"  say  they,  "  we  are  producing  so 
much  already  that  it  wall  not  sell  for  as  much  as  it  costs  to  produce 
it."  My  plan  of  improved  agriculture  does  not  necessarily  imply 
the  i^roduction  of  any  more  wheat  or  of  any  more  grain  of  any 
kind  that  we  sell  than  we  raise  at  present.  I  would  simply  raise 
it  on  fewer  acres,  and  thus  lessen  the  expense  for  seed,  cultivation, 
harvesting,  etc.  I  would  raise  30  bushels  of  wheat  per  acre  every 
third  year,  instead  of  10  bushels  every  year. 

If  we  summer-fallowed  and  plowed  under  clover  in  order  to  pro- 
duce the  30  bushels  of  wheat  once  iu  three  years,  instead  of  10 
bushels  every  year,  no  more  produce  of  any  kind  would  be  raised. 
But  my  plan  does  not  contemplate  such  a  result.  On  my  own 
farm  I  seldom  summer-fallow,  and  never  plow  under  clover.  I 
think  I  can  enrich  the  fai"m  nearly  as  much  by  feeding  the  clover 
to  animals  and  returning  the  manure  to  the  land.  The  animals  do 
not  take  out  more  than  from  five  to  ten  per  cent  of  the  more  valu- 
able elements  of  plant-food  from  the  clover.  And  so  my  plan, 
while  it  produces  as  much  and  no  more  grain  to  sell,  adds  greatly 
to  the  fertility  of  the  land,  and  gives  an  increased  production  of 
beef,  mutton,  wool,  butter,  cheese,  and  pork. 

"  But  what  is  a  man  to  do  who  is  poor  and  has  poor  land  ?  "  If 
he  has  good  health,  is  industrious,  economical,  and  is  possessed  of 
a  fair  share  of  good  common  sense,  he  need  have  no  doubt  as  to 
being  able  to  renovate  his  farm  and  improve  his  own  fortune. 

raitli  in  good  farming  is  the  first  requisite.  If  this  is  weak,  it 
will  be  strengthened  by  exercise.  If  you  have  not  faith,  act  as 
though  you  had. 

Work  hard,  but  do  not  be  a  drudge.  A  few  hours'  vigorous  labor 
will  accomplisk  a  great  deal,  and  encourage  you  to  continued  effort. 
Be  prompt,  systematic,  cheerful,  and  enthusiastic.  Go  to  bed  early 
and  get  up  when  you  wake.  But  take  sleep  enough.  A  man  had 
better  be  in  bed  than  at  the  tavern  or  grocery.  Let  not  friends, 
oven,  keep  you  up  late  ;  "manners  is  manners^  but  g'lill your  elth's 
your  elth." 

"But  what  has  this  to  do  with  good  farming?"  More  than 
chemistry  and  all  the  science  of  the  schools.  Agriculture  is  an  art 
and  must  be  followed  as  such.  Science  will  help — help  enormouslj' 
— but  it  will  never  enable  us  to  dispense  with  industry.    Chemistry 
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throws  great  light  on  the  art  of  cooking,  but  a  farmer's  wife  will 
roast  a  turkey  better  than  a  Liebig. 

When  Mr.  James  0.  Sheldon,  of  Geneva,  N.  Y.,  bought  his  farm, 
Lis  entire  crop  of  hay  the  first  year  was  76  loads.  He  kept  stock, 
and  bought  more  or  less  grain  and  bran,  and  in  eleven  years  from 
that  time  bis  farm  produced  430  loads  of  hay,  afforded  pasture  for 
his  large  herd  of  Shorthorn  cattle,  and  produced  quite  as  much 
grjiin  as  when  he  first  took  it. 

Except  in  the  neighborhood  of  large  cities,  "high  farming"  may 
not  pay,  owing  to  the  fact  that  we  have  so  much  land.  But  whether 
this  is  so  or  not,  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  only  profitable 
system  of  farming  is  to  raise  large  crops  on  such  land  as  we  culti- 
vate. High  farming  gives  us  large  crops,  and  many  of  them.  At 
present,  while  we  have  so  much  land  in  proportion  to  population, 
we  must,  perhaps,  be  content  with  large  crops  of  grain,  and  few  of 
them.  "We  must  adopt  the  slower  but  less  expensive  means  of 
enriching  our  land  from  natural  sources,  rather  than  the  quicker, 
more  artificial,  and  costly  means  adopted  by  many  farmers  in 
England,  and  by  market  gardeners,  seed-growers,  and  nurserymen 
in  this  countrv.  Labor  is  so  high  that  we  can  not  aflTord  to  raise  a 
small  crop.  If  we  sow  but  half  the  number  of  acres,  and  double 
the  yield,  we  should  quadruple  our  j)rofits.  I  have  made  up  my 
mind  to  let  the  land  lie  in  clover  three  years,  instead  of  two.  This 
will  lessen  the  number  of  acres  under  cultivation,  and  enable  us  to 
bestow  more  care  in  plowing  and  cleaning  it.  And  the  land  will 
be  richer,  and  produce  better  crops.  The  atmosphere  is  capable 
of  supplying  a  certain  quantity  of  ammonia  to  the  soil  in  rains  and 
dews  every  year,  and  by  giving  the  wheat  crop  a  three  years  sup- 
ply instead  of  two  years,  we  gain  so  much.  Plaster  the  clover, 
top-dress  it  in  the  fall,  if  you  have  the  manure,  and  stimulate  its 
growth  in  every  way  possible,  and  consume  all  the  clover  on  the 
land,  or  in  the  barn-yard.  Do  not  sell  a  single  ton ;  let  not  a  weed 
grow,  and  the  land  will  certainly  improve. 

The  first  object  should  be  to  destroy  weeds.  I  do  not  Icnow  h.ow 
it  is  in  other  sections,  but  with  us  the  majority  of  farms  are  com- 
pletely overrun  with  weeds.  They  are  eating  out  the  life  of  tlie 
land,  and  if  something  is  not  done  to  destroy  them,  even  exorbitant- 
ly high  prices  can  not  make  farming  profitable.  A  farmer  yester- 
day was  contending  that  it  did  not  pay  to  summer- fallow.  He 
has  taken  a  run-down  farm,  and  a  year  ago  last  sjiring  ho  plowed 
up  ten  acres  of  a  field,  and  sow^ed  it  to  barley  and  oats.  Tlio  re- 
mainder of  the  field  he  summer-fallow^ed,  plowing  it  four  times, 
and  rolling  and  harrowing  thoroughly  after  each  plowing.    After 
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the  barley  and  oats  were  off,  he  plowed  the  land  once,  harrowed  it, 
and  sowed  Mediterranean  wheat.  On  the  summer-fallow  he 
drilled  in  Diehl  wheat.  He  has  just  threshed,  and  got  22  bushels 
per  acre  of  Mediterranean  wheat  after  the  spring  crop,  at  one 
plowing,  and  26  bushels  per  acre  of  Diehl  wheat  on  the  summer- 
fallow.  This,  he  said,  would  not  pay,  as  it  cost  him  $30  per  acre 
to  summer-fallow,  and  he  lost  the  use  of  the  land  for  one  season. 
Now  this  may  be  all  true,  and  yet  it  is  no  argument  against  sum- 
mer-fallowing. Wait  a  few  years.  Farming  is  slow  work.  Mr. 
George  Geddes  remarked  to  me,  when  I  told  him  I  was  tryiug  to 
renovate  a  run-down  farm,  "  you  will  find  it  the  work  of  your 
life."  We  ought  not  to  expect  a  big  crop  on  poor,  run-down  land, 
simply  by  plowing  it  three  or  four  times  in  as  many  months.  Time 
is  required  for  the  chemical  changes  to  take  place  in  the  soil.  But 
watch  the  effect  on  the  clover  for  the  nest  two  years,  and  when 
the  land  is  plowed  again,  see  if  it  is  not  in  far  better  condition  than 
the  part  not  summer-fallowed.  I  should  expect  the  clover  on  the 
summer-fallow  to  be  fully  one-third  better  in  quantity,  and  of  bet- 
ter quality  than  on  the  other  part,  and  this  extra  quantity  of  clover 
will  make  an  extra  quantity  of  good  manure,  and  thus  we  have  the 
means  of  going  on  with  the  work  of  improving  the  farm. 

"  Yes,"  said  the  Doctor,  "  and  there  will  also  be  more  clover- 
roots  in  the  soil." 

"  But  I  can  not  afford  to  wait  for  clover,  and  summer-fallowing," 
writes  an  intelligent  New  York  gentleman,  a  dear  lover  of  good 
stock,  who  has  bought  an  exhausted  New  England  farm,  "  I  must 
have  a  portion  of  it  producing  good  crops  right  oflF."  Very  well. 
A  farmer  with  plenty  of  money  can  do  wonders  in  a  short  time. 
Set  a  gang  of  ditchers  to  work,  and  put  in  underdrains  where  most 
needed.  Have  teams  and  plows  enough  to  do  the  work  rapidly. 
As  soon  as  the  land  is  drained  and  plowed,  put  on  a  heavy  roller. 
Then  sow  500  lbs.  of  Peruvian  guano  per  acre  broadcast,  or  its 
equivalent  in  some  other  fertilizer.  Follow  with  a  Shares'  harrow. 
This  will  mellow  the  surface  and  cover  the  guano  without  dis- 
turbing the  sod.  Follow  with  a  forty-toothed  harrow,  and  roll 
again,  if  needed,  working  the  land  until  there  is  three  or  four 
inches  of  fine,  mellow  surface  soil.  Then  mark  off  the  land  in 
rows  as  straight  as  an  arrow,  and  plant  com.  Cultivate  thoroughly, 
and  kill  every  weed.  If  the  ditchers  can  not  get  through  until  it 
is  too  late  to  plant  corn,  drill  in  beans  on  the  last  drained  part  of 
the  field. 

Another  good  crop  to  raise  on  a  stock  farm  is  corn-fodder. 
This  can  be  drilled  in  from  time  to  time  as  the  land  can  be  got 
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ready.  Pat  on  half  a  ton  of  guano  per  acre  and  harrow  in,  and 
then  mark  off  the  rows  three  feet  apart,  and  drill  in  four  bushels 
of  corn  per  acre.  Cultivate  thoroughly,  and  expect  a  gi-eat  crop. 
By  the  last  of  July,  the  Ayrshire  cows  will  take  kindly  to  the  suc- 
culent corn-fodder,  and  with  three  or  four  quarts  of  meal  a  day, 
it  will  enable  each  of  them  to  make  10  lbs.  of  butter  a  week. 

For  the  pigs,  sow  a  few  acres  of  peas.  These  will  do  well  on 
sod-land,  sown  early  or  late,  or  a  part  early  and  a  part  late,  as 
most  convenient.  Sow  broadcast  and  harrow  in,  500  lbs.  of  Pe- 
ruvian guano  per  acre  and  200  lbs.  of  gypsum.  Drill  in  three 
bushels  of  peas  per  acre,  or  sow  broadcast,  and  cover  them  with  a 
Shares'  harrow.  Commence  to  feed  the  crop  green  as  soon  as  the 
pods  are  formed,  and  continue  to  feed  out  the  crop,  threshed  or 
unthreshed,  until  the  middle  of  November.  Up  to  this  lime  the 
bugs  do  comparatively  little  damage.  The  pigs  will  thrive  won- 
derfully on  this  crop,  and  make  the  richest  and  best  of  manure. 

I  have  little  faith  in  any  attempt  to  raise  root  crops  on  land  not 
previously  well  prepared.  But  as  it  is  necessary  to  have  some 
mangel-wurzel  and  Swede  turnips  for  the  Ayrshire  cows  and 
long-wool  sheep  next  winter  and  spring,  select  the  cleanest  and 
richest  land  that  can  be  found  that  was  under  cultivation  last 
season.  If  fall  plowed,  the  chances  of  success  will  be  doubled. 
Plow  the  land  two  or  three  times,  and  cultivate,  harrow,  and  roll 
until  it  ia  as  mellow  as  a  garden.  Sow  400  lbs.  of  Peruvian  guano 
and  SCO  lbs.  of  good  superphosphate  per  acre  broadcast,  and  har- 
row them  in.  Ridge  up  the  land  into  ridges  2i  to  3  ft.  apart,  with 
a  double  mould-board  plow.  Roll  down  the  ridges  with  a  light 
roller,  and  drill  in  the  seed.  Sow  the  mangel-wurzel  in  May— the 
earlier  the  better— and  the  Swedes  as  soon  afterwards  as  the  land 
can  be  thoroughly  prepared.  Better  delay  until  June  rather  than 
fcow  on  rough  land. 

The  first  point  on  such  a  farm  will  be  to  attend  to  the  grass  land. 
This  affords  the  most  hopeful  chance  of  getting  good  returns  the 
first  year.  But  no  time  is  to  be  lost.  Sow  500  lbs.  of  Peruvian 
guano  per  acre  on  all  the  grass  land  and  on  the  clover,  with  200 
lbs.  of  gypsum  in  addition  on  the  latter.  If  this  is  sown  early 
enough^so  that  the  spring  rains  dissolve  it  and  wash  it  into  the 
soil,  great  crops  of  grass  may  be  expected. 

"  But  will  it  pay  ?  "  My  friend  in  New  York  is  a  very  energetic 
and  successful  business  man,  and  he  has  a  real  love  for  fanning, 
and  I  have  no  sort  of  doubt  that,  taking  the  New  York  business 
and  tlic  farm  together,  they  will  afford  a  very  handsome  profit. 
Furthermore,  I  have  no  doubt  that  if,  after  he  has  drained  it,  he 
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would  cover  the  whole  farm  with  500  lbs.  of  Peruvian  guano  per 
acre,  or  its  equivalent,  it  would  pay  him  better  than  any  other 
agricultural  operation  he  is  likely  to  engage  in.  By  the  time  it 
was  on  the  land  the  cost  would  amount  to  about  $20  per  acre.  If 
he  sells  no  more  grass  or  hay  from  the  farm  than  he  would  sell  if 
he  did  not  use  the  guano,  this  $20  may  very  properly  be  added  to 
the  permanent  capital  invested  in  the  farm.  And  in  this  aspect  of 
the  case,  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  it  will  pay  a  high  rate  of 
interest.  His  bill  for  labor  will  be  as  much  in  one  case  as  in  the 
other  ;  and  if  he  uses  the  guano  he  will  probably  double  his  crops. 
His  grass  lands  will  carry  twenty  cows  instead  of  ten,  and  if  he 
raises  the  corn-fodder  and  roots,  he  can  probably  keep  thirty  cows 
better  than  he  could  otherwise  keep  a  dozen ;  and,  having  to  keep 
a  herdsman  in  either  case,  the  cost  of  labor  will  not  be  much  in- 
creased. "  But  you  think  it  will  not  pay  ?  "  It  will  probably  not 
pay  Mm.  I  do  not  think  his  business  would  pay  me  if  I  lived  on 
my  farm,  and  went  to  New  York  only  once  or  twice  a  week.  If 
there  is  one  business  above  all  others  that  requires  constant  atten- 
tion, it  is  farming— and  especially  stock- farming.  But  my  friend 
is  right  in  saying  that  he  cannot  afford  to  wait  to  enrich  his  land 
by  clover  and  summer-fallowing.  His  laud  costs  too  much ;  he 
has  a  large  barn  and  everything  requisite  to  keep  a  large  stock  of 
cattle  and  sheep.  The  interest  on  farm  and  buildings,  and  the 
money  expended  in  labor,  would  run  on  while  the  dormant  matter 
in  the  soil  was  slowly  becoming  available  under  the  influence  of 
good  tillage.  The  large  bai'n  must  be  filled  at  once,  and  the  only 
way  to  do  this  is  to  apply  manure  with  an  unsparing  hand.  If  he 
lived  on  the  farm,  I  should  have  no  doubt  that,  by  adopting  this 
course,  and  by  keeping  improved  stock,  and  feeding  liberally,  he 
could  make  money.  Perhaps  he  can  find  a  man  who  will  success- 
fully manage  the  farm  under  his  direction,  but  the  probabilities 
are  that  his  present  profit  and  pleasure  will  come  from  the  grat- 
ification of  his  early  love  for  country  life. 


WHAT    IS    MA^JUPwE?  19 

CHAPTER     II. 

WHAT    IS    MANURE? 

"  "What  is  the  good  of  asking  such  a  question  as  that  ?  "  said  the 
Deacon  ;  "  we  all  know  what  manure  is." 

"  Well,  then,"  I  replied,  "  tell  us  what  it  is?" 

"  It  is  anything  that  will  make  crops  grow  better  and  bigger"  re- 
plied the  Deacon. 

"  That  is  not  a  bad  definition,"  said  I ;  "  but  let  us  see  if  it  is  a 
true  one.  You  have  two  rows  of  cabbage  in  tlie  garden,  and  you 
water  one  row,  and  the  plants  grow  bigger  and  better.  Is  water 
manure  ?  You  cover  a  plant  with  a  hand-glass,  and  it  grows  big- 
ger and  better.  Is  a  hand-glass  manure  ?  You  shelter  a  few 
plants,  and  they  grow  bigger  and  better.  Is  shelter  manure  ? 
You  put  some  pure  sand  round  a  few  plants,  and  they  grow  big- 
ger and  better.  Is  pure  sand  manure  ?  I  think  we  shall  have  to 
reject  the  Deacon's  definition." 

Let  lis  hear  what  the  Doctor  has  to  say  on  the  subject. 

"  Manure,"  replied  the  Doctor,  "  is  the  food  of  plards.'" 

"  That  is  a  better  definition,"  said  I ;  "  but  this  is  really  not 
answering  the  question.  You  say  manure  is  plant-food.  But 
what  is  plant-food  ?" 

"  Plant-food,"  said  the  Doctor,  "  is  composed  of  twelve  ele- 
ments, and,  possibly,  sometimes  one  or  two  more,  which  we  need 
not  here  talk  about.  Four  of  these  elements  are  gases,  oxyien, 
hydrogen,  carbon,  and  nitrogen.  When  a  plant  or  animal  is 
burnt,  these  gases  are  driven  off.  The  ashes  which  remain  are 
composed  of  potash,  soda,  lime,  and  magnesia;  sulphuric  acid, 
phosphoric  acid,  chlorine,  and  silica.  In  other  words,  the  '  food 
of  plants '  is  composed  of  four  organic,  or  gaseous  elements,  and 
eight  inorganic,  or  mineral  elements,  of  wliich  four  have  acid  and 
four  alkaline  properties." 

"  Thank  you.  Doctor,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  I  am  glad  to  know 
what  manure  is.  It  is  the  food  of  plants,  and  the  food  of  plants 
is  composed  of  four  gases,  four  acid  and  four  alkaline  elements. 
I  seem  to  know  all  about  it.  All  I  have  wanted  to  make  my  land 
rich  was  plenty  of  manure,  and  now  I  shall  know  where  to  get 
it — oxygen,  hydrogen,  carbon,  and  nitrogen  ;  these  four  atmos- 
pheric elements.  Then  potash,  soda,  magnesia,  and  lime.  I 
know  what  these  four  arc.    Then  sulphur,  phosphorous,  silica 
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(sand,)  and  chlorine  (salt).  I  shall  soon  have  rich  land  and  big 
crops." 

Charley,  who  has  recently  come  home  from  college,  where  he 
has  been  studying  chemistry,  looked  at  the  Deacon,  and  was  evi- 
dently puzzled  to  understand  him.  Turning  to  the  Doctor,  Char- 
ley asked  modestly  if  what  the  Doctor  had  said  in  regard  to  the 
composition  of  plant-food  could  not  be  said  of  the  composition  of 
all  our  animals  and  plants. 

"Certainly,"  replied  the  Doctor,  "all  our  agricultural  plants 
and  all  our  animals,  man  included,  are  composed  of  these  twelve 
elements,  oxygen,  hydrogen,  carbon,  and  nitrogen ;  phosphorus, 
sulphur,  silica,  chlorine,  potash,  soda,  magnesia,  and  lime." 

Charley  said  something  about  lime,  potash,  and  soda,  not  being 
"  elements  ;"  and  something  about  silica  and  chlorine  not  being 
found  in  animals. 

"  Yes,"  said  I,  "  and  he  has  left  out  iron,  which  is  an  important 
constituent  of  all  our  farm  crops  and  animals."  Neither  the  Doc- 
tor nor  the  Deacon  heard  our  remarks.  The  Deacon,  who  loves 
an  argument,  exclaimed :  "  I  thought  I  knew  all  about  it.  You 
told  us  that  manure  was  the  food  of  plants,  and  that  the  food  of 
plants  was  composed  of  the  above  twelve  elements ;  and  now  you 
tell  us  that  man  and  beast,  fruit  and  flower,  grain  and  grass,  root, 
stem,  and  branch,  all  are  composed  or  made  up  of  these  same 
dozen  elements.  If  I  ask  you  what  bread  is  made  of,  you  say  it 
is  composed  of  the  dozen  elements  aforesaid.  If  I  ask  what  wheat- 
straw  is  made  of,  you  answer,  the  dozen.  If  I  ask  what  a  thistle  is 
made  of,  you  say  the  dozen.  There  are  a  good  many  milk-weeds 
in  my  strawberry  patch,  and  I  am  glad  to  know^  that  the  milk-weed 
and  the  strawberry  are  both  composed  of  the  same  dozen  elements. 
Manure  is  the  food  of  plants,  and  the  food  of  plants  is  composed 
of  the  above  dozen  elements,  and  every  plant  and  animal  that  we 
eat  is  also  composed  of  these  same  dozen  elements,  and  so  I  sup- 
pose there  is  no  difference  between  an  onion  and  an  omelet,  or 
between  bread  and  milk,  or  between  mangel-wurzel  and  manure." 

"The  difference,"  replied  the  Doctor,  "is  one  of  proportion. 
Mangels  and  manure  are  both  composed  of  the  same  elements.  In 
fact,  mangels  make  good  manure,  and  good  manure  makes  good 
mangels." 

The  Deacon  and  the  Doctor  sat  down  to  a  game  of  backgam- 
mon, and  Charley  and  I  continued  the  conversation  more  seriously. 
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CHAPTER     III. 
SOMETHING    ABOUT    PLANT-FOOD. 

"  The  Doctor  is  in  tlie  main  correct,"  said  1;  "  but  lie  does  not 
fully  answer  the  question,  '  What  is  manure  ? '  To  say  that  manure 
is  plant-food,  does  not  cover  the  whole  ground.  All  soils  on  which 
plants  grow,  contain  more  or  less  plant-food.  A  plant  can  not 
create  an  atom  of  potash.  It  can  not  get  it  from  the  atmosphere. 
We  find  potash  in  the  plant,  and  we  know  that  it  got  it  from  the 
soil,  and  we  are  certain,  therefore,  that  the  soil  contains  potash. 
And  so  of  all  the  other  mineral  elements  of  plants.  A  soil  that 
will  produce  a  thistle,  or  a  pig- weed,  contains  plant-food.  And  so 
the  definition  of  the  Doctor  is  defective,  inasmuch  as  it  makes  no 
distinction  between  soil  and  manure.     Both  contain  plant-food." 

"  What  is  your  definition  of  manure  ?  "  asked  Charley ;  "  it 
would  seem  as  thougli  we  all  knew  what  manure  was.  We  have 
got  a  great  heap  of  it  in  the  yard,  and  it  is  fermenting  nicely." 

"  Yes,"  I  replied,  "  we  are  making  more  manure  on  the  farm  this 
winter  than  ever  before.  Two  hundred  pigs,  120  large  sheep,  8 
horses,  11  cows,  and  a  hundred  head  of  poultry  make  considerable 
manure  ;  and  it  is  a  good  deal  of  work  to  clean  out  the  pens,  pile  the 
manure,  draw  it  to  the  field,  and  apply  it  to  the  crops.  We  ought 
to  know  something  about  it ;  but  we  might  work  among  manure 
all  our  lives,  and  not  know  what  manure  is.  At  any  rate,  we 
might  not  be  able  to  define  it  accuratel3^  I  will,  however,  try  my 
hand  at  a  definition. 

"  Let  us  assume  that  we  have  a  field  that  is  free  from  stagnant 
water  at  all  seasons  of  the  year ;  that  the  soil  is  clean,  mellow, 
and  well  worked  seven  inches  deep,  and  in  good  order  for  putting 
in  a  croi^.  What  the  coming 's<?rtS(??i' will  be  we  know  not.  It 
may  be  what  we  call  a  hot,  dry  summer,  or  it  may  be  cool  and 
moist,  or  it  may  be  partly  one  and  partly  the  other.  Tlie  '  season' 
is  a  great  element  of  uncertainty  in  all  our  farming  calculations; 
but  we  know  that  we  shall  have  a  season  of  some  kind.  We  have 
the  promise  of  seed-time  and  harvest,  and  we  have  never  known 
the  promise  to  fail  us.  Crops,  however,  vary  very  much,  accord- 
ing to  the  season  ;  and  it  is  necessary  to  bear  this  fact  in  mind. 
Let  us  say  that  the  sun  and  heat,  and  rain  and  dews,  or  what  we 
call '  the  season,'  is  capable  of  producing  50  bushels  of  wheat  per 
acre,  but  that  the  soil  I  have  described  above,  docs  not  produce 
over  20  bushels  per  acre.  There  is  no  mechanical  defect  in  the 
soil.     The  seed  is  good,  it  is  put  in  properl}^  and  at  the  right  time, 
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and  in  the  best  manner.  No  weeds  choke  the  -wheat  plants  or  rob 
them  of  their  food ;  but  that  field  does  not  produce  as  much  wheat 
by  30  bushels  per  acre  as  the  season  is  capable  of  producing. 
Why?  The  answer  is  evident.  Because  tlm  icheat  plants  do  not 
find  food  enough  in  the  soil.  Now,  anything  that  will  furnish 
this  food,  anything  that  will  cause  that  field  to  produce  what  the 
climate  or  season  is  capable  of  producing,  is  manure.  A  gardener 
may  increase  his  crops  by  artificial  heat,  or  by  an  increased  supply 
of  water,  but  this  is  not  manure.  The  effect  is  due  to  improved 
climatic  conditions.  It  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  question  of 
manure.  "We  often  read  in  the  agricultural  papers  about '  shade 
as  manure.'  We  might  just  as  well  talk  about  sunlight  as  '  ma- 
nure.' The  effects  observed  should  be  referred  to  modifications  of 
the  climate  or  season;  and  so  in  regard  to  mulching.  A  good 
mulch  may  often  produce  a  larger  increase  of  growth  than  an  ap- 
plication of  manure.  But  mulch,  proper,  is  not  manure.  It  is 
climate.  It  checks  evaporation  of  moisture  from  the  soil.  We 
might  as  well  speak  of  rain  as  manure  as  to  call  a  mulch  manure. 
In  fact,  an  ordinary  shower  in  summer  is  little  more  than  a  mulch. 
It  does  not  reach  the  roots  of  plants ;  and  yet  we  see  the  efi'ect 
of  the  shower  immediately  in  the  increased  vigor  of  the  plants. 
They  are  full  of  sap,  and  the  drooping  leaves  look  refreshed.  We 
say  the  rain  has  revived  them,  and  so  it  has  ;  but  probably  not  a 
particle  of  the  rain  has  entered  into  the  ch-calation  of  the  plant. 
The  rain  checked  evaporation  from  the  soil  and  from  the  leaves. 
A  cool  night  refreshes  the  plants,  and  fills  the  leaves  with  sap,  pre- 
cisely in  the  same  way.  All  these  fertilizing  cflTects,  however, 
belong  to  climate.  It  is  inaccurate  to  associate  either  mulching, 
sunshine,  shade,  heat,  dews,  or  rain,  with  the  question  of  manure, 
though  the  effect  may  in  certain  circumstances  be  precisely  tha 
same." 

Charley  evidently  thought  I  was  wandering  from  the  point.  "  You 
think,  then,"  said  he,  "  manure  is  plant-food  that  the  soil  needs? ''^ 

"Yes,"  said  I,  "that  is  a  very  good  definition — very  good, 
indeed,  though  not  absolutely  accurate,  because  manure  is  manure.^ 
whether  a  particular  soil  needs  it  or  not."  Unobserved  by  us,  the 
Deacon  and  the  Doctor  had  been  listening  to  our  talk. — "  I  would 
like,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  to  hear  you  give  a  better  definition  than 
Chai-ley  has  given." — "  Manure,"  said  I,  "  is  anything  containing 
an  element  or  elements  of  plant-food,  which,  if  the  soil  needed  it, 
would,  if  supplied  in  sufficient  quantity,  and  in  an  available  con- 
dition, produce,  according  to  soil,  season,  climate,  and  variety,  a 
maximum  crop." 
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CHAPTER     IV. 

NATURAL    MANURE. 

"We  often  hear  about  "natural"  manure.  I  do  not  like  the 
term,  though  I  believe  it  originated  with  me.  It  is  not  accurate ; 
not  definite  enough. 

"  I  do  not  know  what  you  mean  by  natural  manure,"  said  the 
Deacon,  "  unless  it  is  the  droppings  of  animals." — "  To  distinguish 
them,  I  suppose,"  said  the  Doctor,  "from  artificial  manures,  such 
as  superphosphate,  sulphate  of  ammonia,  and  nitrate  of  soda." — 
"  No  ;  that  is  not  how  I  used  the  term.  A  few  years  ago,  we 
used  to  hear  much  in  regard  to  the  '  exhaustion  of  soils. '  I 
thought  this  phrase  conveyed  a  wrong  idea.  When  new  land 
produces  large  crops,  and  when,  after  a  few  years,  the  crops  get 
less  and  less,  we  were  told  that  the  farmers  were  exhausting  their 
land.  I  said,  no  ;  the  farmers  are  not  exhausting  the  soil ;  they 
are  merely  exhausting  the  accumulated  plant-food  in  tlie  soil.  In 
other  words,  they  are  using  up  the  natural  manure. 

"  Take  my  own  farm.  Fifty  years  ago,  it  was  covered  with  a 
heavy  growth  of  maple,  beech,  black  walnut,  oak,  and  other  trees. 
These  trees  had  shed  annual  crops  of  leaves  for  centuries.  The 
leaves  rot  on  the  ground ;  the  trees  also,  age  after  age.  These 
leaves  and  other  organic  matter  form  what  I  have  called  natural 
manure.  "When  the  laud  is  cleared  up  and  plowed,  this  natural 
manure  decays  more  rapidly  than  when  the  land  lies  undisturbed  ; 
precisely  as  a  manure-pile  will  ferment  and  decay  more  rapidly  if 
turned  occasionally,  and  exposed  to  the  air.  The  plowing  and 
cultivating  renders  this  natural  manure  more  readily  available. 
The  leaves  decompose,  and  furnish  food  for  the  growing  crop." 

EXHAUSTION  OF  THE  SOIL. 

"  You  think,  then,"  said  the  Doctor,  "  that  w^ien  a  piece  of  land 
is  cleared  of  the  forest,  harrowed,  and  sown  to  wheat ;  plowed 
and  planted  to  corn,  and  the  process  repeated  again  and  again, 
until  the  land  no  longer  yields  profitable  crops,  that  it  is  the 
<  natural  manure,'  and  not  the  soil,  that  is  exhauste;l  ?  " 

"  I  think  the  soil,  at  any  rate,  is  not  exhausted,  and  I  can  easily 
conceive  of  a  case  where  even  the  natural  manure  is  very  far  from 
being  all  used  up." 

"  Why,  then,"  asked  the  Deacon,  "  is  the  land  so  poor  tl;at  it 
will  scarcely  support  a  sheep  to  the  acre  ?  " 
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"Simply  because  the  natural  Bianure  and  other  plant-food 
which  the  soil  contains  is  not  in  an  available  condition.  It  lies 
dead  and  inert.  It  is  not  soluble,  and  the  roots  of  the  plants  can- 
not get  enough  of  it  to  enable  them  to  thrive  ;  and  in  addition  to 
this,  you  will  find  as  a  matter  of  fact  that  these  poor  '  exhausted ' 
farms  are  infested  with  weeds,  which  rob  the  growing  crops  of  a 
large  part  of  the  scanty  supply  of  available  plant-food." 

"But  these  weeds,"  said  the  Deacon,  "are  not  removed  from 
the  farm.     They  rot  on  the  land  ;  nothing  is  lost." 

"  True,"  said  I,  "  but  they,  nevertheless,  rob  the  growing  crops 
of  available  plant-food.  The  annual  supply  of  plant-food,  instead 
of  being  used  to  grow  useful  plants,  is  used  to  grow  weeds." 

"I  understand  that,"  said  the  Deacon,  "but  if  the  weeds  are 
left  on  the  land,  and  the  useful  plants  are  sold,  the  farmer  who 
keeps  his  land  clean  would  exhaust  his  land  faster  than  the  care- 
less farmer  who  lets  his  land  lie  until  it  is  overrun  with  thistles, 
briars,  and  pig-weed.  You  agricultural  writers,  who  are  con- 
stantly urging  us  to  farm  better  and  grow  larger  crops,  seem  to 
overlook  this  point.  As  you  know,  I  do  not  take  much  stock  in 
chemical  theories  as  applied  to  agriculture,  but  as  you  do,  here  is 
a  little  extract  I  cut  from  an  agricultural  paper,  that  seems  to 
prove  that  the  better  you  work  your  land,  and  the  larger  crops 
you  raise,  the  sooner  you  exhaust  your  land." 

The  Deacon  put  on  his  spectacles,  drew  his  chair  nearer  the 
lamp  on  the  table,  and  read  the  following : 

"  There  is,  on  an  average,  about  one-fourth  of  a  pound  of  potash. 
to  every  one  hundred  pounds  of  soil,  and  about  one-eighth  of  a 
pound  of  phosphoric  acid,  and  one-sixteenth  of  a  pound  of  sul- 
phuric acid.  If  the  potatoes  and  the  tops  are  continually  removed 
from  the  soil,  it  will  soon  exhaust  the  potash.  If  the  wheat  and 
straw  are  removed,  it  will  soon  exliaust  the  phosphate  of  lime  ; 
if  coru  and  the  stalks,  it  will  soon  exhaust  the  sulphuric  acid. 
Unless  there  is  a  rotation,  or  the  material  the  plant  requires  is 
supplied  from  abroad,  your  crops  will  soon  run  out,  though  the 
soil  will  continue  rich  for  other  plants." 

"  That  extract,"  said  I,  "  carries  one  back  twenty -five  years. 
"We  used  to  have  article  after  article  in  this  strain.  "We  were  told 
that '  always  taking  meal  out  of  the  tub  soon  comes  to  the  bot- 
tom,' and  always  taking  potash  and  phosphoric  acid  from  the  soil 
will  soon  exhaust  the  supply.  But,  practically,  there  is  really  little 
danger  of  our  exhausting  the  land.  It  do?s  not  pay.  The  farm- 
er's resources  will  be  exhausted  long  before  he  can  exhaust  his 
farm." 
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"Assuming,"  said  the  Doctor,  wlio  is  fond  of  an  argument, 
"  that  the  above  statement  is  true,  let  us  look  at  the  facts.  An 
acre  of  soil,  13  inches  deep,  would  weigh  about  1,600  tons;  and  if, 
as  the  writer  quoted  by  the  Deacon  states,  the  soil  contains  4  ozs. 
of  potash  in  every  100  lbs.  of  soil,  it  follows  that  an  acre  of  soil, 
12  inches  deep,  contains  8,000  lbs.  of  potash.  Now,  potatoes  con- 
tain about  20  per  cent  of  dry  matter,  and  this  dry  matter  con- 
tains, say,  4  per  cent  of  ash,  half  of  which  is  potash.  It  follows, 
therefore,  that  250  bushels  of  potatoes  contain  about  60  lbs.  of 
potash.  If  we  reckon  that  the  tops  contain  20  lbs.  more,  or  80 
lbs.  in  all,  it  follows  that  the  acre  of  soil  contains  potash  enough 
to  grow  an  annual  crop  of  250  bushels  of  potatoes  per  acre  for  one 
hundred  years." 

"I  know  farmers,"  said  Charley,  "who  do  not  get  over  50 
bushels  of  potatoes  per  acre,  and  in  that  case  the  potash  would 
last  live  hundred  years,  as  the  weeds  grown  with  the  crop  are  left 
on  the  land,  and  do  not,  according  to  the  Deaccm,  exhaust  the 
soil." 

"  Good  for  you,  Charley,"  said  the  Doctor.  "  Now  let  us  see 
about  the  phosphoric  acid,  of  which  the  soil,  according  to  the 
above  statement,  contains  only  half  as  much  as  it  contains  of  pot- 
ash, or  4,000  lbs.  per  acre. 

"  A  crop  of  wheat  of  30  bushels  per  acre,"  continued  the  Doc- 
tor, "  contains  in  the  grain  about  2G  lbs.  of  ash,  and  wc  will  say 
that  half  of  this  ash  is  phosphoric  acid,  or  13  lbs.  Allowing  that 
the  straw,  chaff,  etc.,  contain  7  lbs.  more,  we  remove  from  the  soil 
in  a  crop  of  wheat  of  50  bushels  per  acre,  20  lbs.  of  phosphoric 
acid,  and  so,  according  to  the  above  estimate,  an  acre  of  soil  con- 
tains phosphoric  acid  to  produce  annually  a  crop  of  wheat  and 
straw  of  30  bushels  per  acre  for  two  hundred  years. 

"  The  writer  of  the  paragraph  quoted  by  the  Deacon,"  continued 
the  Doctor,  "  selected  the  crops  and  elements  best  suited  to  his 
purpose,  and  yet,  according  to  his  own  estimate,  there  is  sufficient 
potasli  and  phosphoric  acid  in  the  first  13  inches  of  the  soil  to 
enable  us  to  raise  unusually  large  crops  until  the  ne^:t  Centennial 
in  197G. 

"  Cut  let  us  take  another  view  of  the  subject,"  continued  the 
Doctor.  "  No  intelligent  farmer  removes  all  the  potatoes  and 
tops,  all  the  wheat,  straw,  and  clialT,  or  all  the  corn  and  stalks  from 
his  farm.  According  to  Dr.  Salisbury,  a  crop  of  corn  of  7b  bush- 
els per  acre  removes  from  the  soil  GOO  lbs.  of  ash,  but  the  ffraiii 
contains  only  46  lbs.  The  other  554  lbs.  is  contained  in  the  stalks, 
etc.,  all  of  which  are  usually  retained  on  the  farm.  It  follows 
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from  this,  that  when  only  the  grain  is  sold  off  the  farm,  it  takes 
more  than  thirteen  crops  to  remove  as  much  mineral  matter  from 
the  soil  as  is  contained  in  the  whole  of  one  crop.  Again,  the  ash 
of  the  grain  contains  less  than  3  per  cent  of  sulphuric  acid,  so 
that  the  46  lbs.  of  ash,  in  75  bushels  of  corn,  contains  less  than  1^ 
lbs.  of  sulphuric  acid,  and  thus,  if  an  acre  of  soil  contains  2,000 
lbs.  of  sulphuric  acid,  we  have  sufficient  for  an  annual  crop  of  75 
bushels  per  acre  fcr  fifteen  hundred  years  ! 

"  As  I  said  before,"  continued  the  Doctor,  "  intelligent  farmers 
seldom  sell  their  straw,  and  they  frequently  purchase  and  consume 
on  the  farm  nearly  as  much  bran,  shorts,  etc.,  as  is  sent  to  market 
with  the  grain  they  sell.  In  the  '  Natural  History  of  New  York,' 
it  is  stated  that  an  acre  of  wheat  in  Western  New  York,  of  80 
bushels  per  acre,  including  straw,  chaff,  etc.,  removes  from  the 
soil  144  lbs.  of  mineral  matter.  Genesee  wheat  usually  yields 
about  80  per  cent,  of  flour.  This  flour  contains  only  0.7  per  cent 
of  mineral  matter,  while  line  middlings  contain  4  per  cent ;  coarse 
middlings,  5^  per  cent;  shorts,  8  per  cent,  and  bran  8^  per  cent 
of  mineral  matter  or  ash.  It  follows  from  this,  that  out  of  the  144 
lbs.  of  mineral  matter  in  the  crop  of  wheat,  less  than  10  lbs.  is 
contained  in  the  flour.  The  remaining  134  lbs.  is  found  in  the 
straw,  chaff,  bran,  shorts,  etc;.,  which  a  good  farmer  is  almost  sui'e 
to  feed  oat  on  his  farm.  But  even  if  the  farmer  feeds  out  none  of 
his  wheat-bran,  but  sells  it  all  with  his  wheat,  the  30  bushels  of 
wheat  remove  from  the  soil  only  26  lbs.  of  mineral  matter;  and  it 
would  take  more  than  five  crops  to  remove  as  much  mineral  mat- 
ter as  one  crop  of  wheat  and  straw  contains.  Allowing  that  half 
the  ash  of  wheat  is  phosphoric  acid,  30  bushels  remove  only  13 
lbs.  from  the  soil,  and  if  the  soil  contains  4,000  lbs.,  it  will  take 
three  hundred  and  seven  crops,  of  30  bushels  each,  to  exhaust  it." 

"  That  is  to  say,"  said  Charley,  "  if  all  the  straw  and  chaff  is  re- 
tained on  the  farm,  and  is  returned  to  the  land  without  loss  of 
phosphoric  acid." 

"  Yes,"  said  the  Doctor,  "  and  if  all  the  bran  and  shorts,  etc., 
were  retained  on  the  farm,  it  would  take  eight  hundred  crops  to 
exhaust  the  soil  of  phosphorie  acid;  and  it  is  admitted  that  of  all 
the  elements  of  plant-food,  phosphoric  acid  is  the  one  first  to  be 
exhausted  from  the  soil." 

I  have  sold  some  timothy  hay  this  winter,  and  propose  to  do  so 
whenever  the  price  suits.  But  some  of  my  neighbors,  who  do 
not  hesitate  to  sell  t'.icir  own  hay,  think  I  ought  not  to  do  so, 
because  I  "  write  for  the  papers"!  It  ought  to  satisfy  them  to 
know  that  I  bring  back  30  cwt.  of  bran  for  every  ton  of  hay  I 
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sell.  My  rule  is  to  sell  nothing  but  wheat,  barley,  beans,  potatoes, 
clover-seed,  apples,  wool,  mutton,  baef,  pork,  and  butter.  Everj^- 
thiug  else  is  consumed  on  the  fai'm — corn,  peas,  oats,  mustard, 
rape,  mangels,  clover,  straw,  stalks,  etc.  Let  us  make  a  rough 
estimate  of  how  mucli  is  sold  and  how  much  retained  on  a  hun- 
dred-acre farm,  leaving  out  the  potatoes,  beans,  and  live-stock. 
We  have  say : 
Sold. 

15  acres  wheat,  @  40  bushels  per  acre 13    tons. 

5     "     barley,  @  50         "  "         G       " 

15     "     clover  seed, '1       "  "         IJton. 

Total  sold ;35 J  tons. 

Retained  on  the  farm. 

15  acres  corn,  @  80  bushels  per  acre 32i  tons. 

Corn  stalks  from  do '10  " 

5  acres  barley  straw 8  " 

10     "      oats  and  peas,  equal  80  bushels  of  oats 1£-J  " 

Straw  from  do 23  " 

15  acres  wheat-straw 25  " 

15     "     clover-hay 25  " 

CloTcr-seed  stravr 10  " 

15  acres  pasture  and  meadow,  equal  40  tons  hay 40  " 

5     "     mustard,  equal  10  tons  hay. , 10  " 

5     "     rape,  equal  10  tons  hay 10  " 

5     "     mangels,  25  tons  per  acre,  equal  to  3  tons  dry 15  " 

Leaves  from  do 3  " 

Total  retained  on  the  farm 2Z\li  tons. 

It  would  take  a  good  many  years  to  exhaust  any  ordinary  soil 
by  such  a  course  of  cropping.  Except,  perhaps,  the  sandj^  knolls, 
I  think  there  ia  not  an  acre  on  my  farm  that  would  be  exhausted 
in  ten  thousand  years,  and  as  some  portions  of  the  low  alluvial 
soil  will  grow  crops  without  manure,  there  will  be  an  opportunity 
to  give  the  poor,  sandy  knolls  more  than  their  share  of  plant-food. 
In  this  way,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  we  sell  produce  and 
bring  nothing  back,  I  believe  the  whole  farm  will  gradually 
increase  in  productiveness.  The  plant-food  annually  rendered 
available  from  the  decomposition  and  disintegration  of  the  inert 
organic  and  mineral  matter  in  the  soil,  will  be  more  than  equal  to 
that  exported  from  the  farm.  If  the  soil  becomes  deficient  in  any- 
thing, it  is  likely  that  it  v/ill  be  in  phosphates,  and  a  little  super- 
phosphate or  bone-dust  miglit  at  any  rate  be  profitably  used  en 
ihe  rape,  mustard,  and  turnips. 

The  point  in  good  farming  is  to  develop  from  (h^  latent  stores 
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in  the  soil,  and  to  accumulate  enough  available  plant-food  for  the 
production  of  the  largest  possible  yield  of  those  crops  which  we 
sell.  In  other  words,  we  want  enough  available  plant-food  in  the 
soil  to  grow  40  bushels  of  wheat  and  50  bushels  of  barley.  I  think 
the  farmer  who  raises  10  tons  for  every  ton  he  sells,  will  soon 
reach  this  point,  and  when  once  reached,  it  is  a  comparatively 
easy  matter  to  maintain  this  degree  of  fertility. 

WHY  OUR  CROPS  ARE  SO  POOR. 

"  If  the  soil  is  so  rich  in  plant-food,"  said  the  Deaco:;,  "I  again 
ask,  why  are  our  crops  so  poor  ?  " 

The  Deacon  said  this  very  quietly.  He  did  not  seem  to  knovvf 
that  he  had  asked  one  of  the  most  important  questions  in  the 
whole  range  of  agricultural  science.  It  is  a  fact  that  a  soil  may 
contain  enough  plant-food  to  produce  a  thousand  large  crops,  and 
yet  the  crops  we  obtain  from  it  may  be  so  poor  as  hardly  to  pay 
the  cost  of  cultivation.  The  plant-food  is  there,  but  the  plants 
cannot  get  at  it.  It  is  not  in  an  available  condition ;  it  is  not  sol- 
uble. A  case  is  quoted  by  Prof.  Johnson,  where  a  soil  was  an- 
alyzed, and  found  to  contain  to  the  depth  of  one  foot  4,652  lbs.  of 
nitrogen  per  acre,  but  only  63  lbs.  of  this  was  in  an  available  con- 
dition. And  this  is  equally  true  of  phosphoric  acid,  potash,  and 
other  elements  of  plant-food.  No  matter  how  much  plant-food 
there  may  be  in  the  soil,  the  only  portion  that  is  of  any  immediate 
value  is  the  small  amount  that  is  annually  available  for  the  growth 
of  crops. 

HOW  TO   GET  LARGER  CROPS. 

"  I  am  tired  of  so  much  talk  about  plant-food,"  said  the  Deacon ; 
"  what  we  want  to  know  is  how  to  make  our  land  produce  larger 
crops  of  wheat,  corn,  oats,  barley,  potatoes,  clover,  and  grass." 

This  is  precisely  what  I  am  trying  to  show.  On  my  own  farm, 
the  three  leading  objects  are  (1)  to  get  the  land  drained,  (2)  to  make 
it  clean  and  mellow,  and  (3)  to  get  available  nitrogen  for  the  cereal 
crops.  After  the  first  two  objects  are  accomplished,  the  measure 
of  productiveness  will  be  determined  by  the  amount  of  available 
nitrogen  in  the  soil.  How  to  get  available  nitrogen,  therefore,  is 
my  chief  and  ultimate  object  in  all  the  operations  on  the  farm, 
and  it  is  here  that  science  can  help  me.  I  know  how  to  get  nitro- 
gen, but  I  want  to  get  it  in  the  cheapest  way,  and  then  to  be  sure 
that  I  do  not  waste  it. 

There  is  one  fact  fully  established  by  repeated  experiment  and 
general  experience — that  80  lbs.  of  available  nitrogen  per  acre, 
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applied  in  manure,  -will  almost  invariably  give  us  a  greally  in- 
creased yield  of  grain  crops.  I  should  expect,  on  my  farm,  that 
on  land  which,  without  manure,  would  give  me  15  bushels  of  wheat 
per  acre,  such  a  dressing  of  manure  would  give  me,  in  a  favorable 
season,  35  or  40  bushels  per  acre,  with  a  proportional  increase  of 
straw  ;  and,  in  addition  to  this,  there  would  be  considerable  nitro- 
gen left  for  the  following  crop  of  clover.  Is  it  not  worth  while 
making  an  earnest  efibrt  to  get  this  80  lbs.  of  available  nitrogen  ? 

I  have  on  my  farm  many  acres  of  low,  mucky  land,  bordering 
on  the  creek,  that  probably  contain  several  thousand  pounds  of 
nitrogen  per  acre.  So  long  as  the  land  is  surcharged  with  water, 
this  nitrogen,  and  other  plant-food,  lies  dormant.  But  drain  it, 
and  let  in  the  air,  and  the  oxygen  decomposes  the  organic  matter, 
and  ammonia  and  nitric  acid  are  produced.  In  other  words,  we 
get  available  nitrogen  and  other  plant-food,  and  the  land  becomes 
capable  of  producing  large  crops  of  corn  and  grass  ;  and  the  crops 
obtained  from  this  low,  rich  laud,  will  make  manure  for  the  poorer, 
upland  portions  of  the  farm. 


CHAPTEE     V. 
SWAMP-MUCK    OR   PEAT    AS    MANURE. 

"  It  would  pay  you,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  to  draw  out  200  or  300 
loads  of  muck  from  the  swamp  every  j'car,  and  compost  it  with 
your  manure." 

This  may  or  may  not  be  the  case.  It  depends  on  the  composi- 
tion of  the  muck,  and  how  much  labor  it  takes  to  handle  it. 

"  What  you  should  do,"  said  the  Doctor,  "  is  to  commence  at 
the  creek,  and  straighten  it.  Take  a  gang  of  men,  and  be  witli 
them  with  yourself,  or  get  a  good  foreman  to  direct  operations. 
Commence  at  a,  and  straighten  the  creek  to  h,  and  from  h  to  c  (sec 
map  on  next  page).  Throw  all  the  rich,  black  muck  in  a  heap  by 
itself,  separate  from  the  sand.  You,  or  your  foreman,  must  be 
there,  or  you  will  not  get  this  done.  A  good  ditcher  will  throw  out 
a  great  mass  of  this  loose  muck  and  sand  in  a  day ;  and  you  want 
him  to  dig,  not  think.  You  must  do  the  thinking,  and  toll  him 
which  is  muck,  and  which  is  only  sand  and  dirt.  When  thrown 
up,  this  umck,  in  our  dry,  hot  climate,  will,  in  the  course  of  a  few 
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months,  part  with  a  large  amount  of  water,  and  it  can  then  be  drawn 
to  the  barns  and  stables,  and  used  for  bedding,  or  for  composting 
with  manure.  Or  if  you  do  not  want  to  draw  it  to  the  barn,  get 
some  refuse  lime  from  the  lime-kiln,  and  mix  it  with  the  muck 
after  it  has  been  thrown  up  a  few  weeks,  and  is  partially  dry. 
Turn  over  the  heap,  and  put  a  few  bushels  of  lime  to  every  cord 
of  the  muck,  mixing  the  lime  and  muck  together,  leaving  the  heap 
in  a  compact  form,  and  in  good  shape,  to  shed  the  rain. 

"  When  you  have  straightened,  and  cleaned  out,  and  deepened 
the  creek,"  continued  the  Doctor,  "  commence  at  z  on  the  new 
creek,  and  cut  a  ditch  through  the  swamp  to  y.  Throw  the  muck 
on  one  side,  and  the  sand  on  the  other.     This  will  give  you  some 
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good,  rich  muck,  and  at  the  same  time  drain  your  swamp.  Then 
cut  some  under-drams  from  y  towards  the  higher  land  at  w,  i\  and 
7i,  and  from  /  to  x.  These  will  drain  your  land,  and  set  free  the 
inert  plant-food,  and  such  crops  of  timothy  as  you  will  get  from 
this  swamp  will  astonish  the  natives,  and  your  bill  for  medical  at- 
tendance and  quinine  will  sink  to  zero." 

The  Doctor  is  right.     There  is  money  and  health  in  the  plan. 

Prof.  S.  W.  Johnson,  as  chemist  to  the  Conn.  State  A.g.  Society, 
made  accurate  analyses  of  33  samples  of  peat  and  muck  sent  him 
by  gentlemen  from  different  parts  of  the  State.    The  amount  of 
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potential  ammonia  in  the  cliemically  dry  peat  was  found  to  var}' 
from  0.58  iu  the  poorest,  to  4.06  per  cent  in  the  richest  samples. 
In  other  words,  one  deposit  of  muck  may  contain  seven  times  as 
much  nitrogen  as  another,  and  it  would  be  well  before  sper.ding 
much  money  in  drawing  out  muck  for  manure  to  send  a  sample  of 
it  to  some  good  chemist.  A  bed  of  swamp-muck,  easily  acces- 
sible, and  containing  3  per  cent  of  nitrogen,  would  be  a  mine  of 
wealth  to  any  farmer.  One  ton  of  such  muck,  dry,  would  contain 
more  nitrogen  than  7  tons  of  straw. 

"  It  would  be  capital  stuff,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  to  put  in  your 
pig-pens  to  absorb  the  urine.     It  woukl  make  rich  manure." 

"That  is  so,"  said  I,  "and  the  weak  point  in  m}^  pig-breeding  is 
the  want  of  sufficient  straw.  Pigs  use  up  more  bedding  than  any 
other  animals.  I  have  over  200  pigs,  and  I  could  use  a  ton  of  dry 
muck  to  each  pig  every  winter  to  great  advantage.  The  pens 
woukl  be  drier,  the  pigs  healthier,  and  the  manure  richer." 

The  Doctor  here  interrupted  us.  "I  see,"  said  he,  "that  the 
average  amount  of  ammonia  in  the  33  samples  of  dry  peat  analyzed 
by  Professor  Johnson  is  2.07  per  cent.  I  liad  no  idea  that  muck  was 
so  rich.  Barnyard  manure,  or  the  manure  from  the  horse  stables  in 
the  cities,  contains  only  half  a  per  cent  (0.5)  of  ammonia,  and  it  is 
an  unusually  rich  manure  that  contains  one  per  cent.  We  are  safe 
in  saying  that  a  ton  of  dry  muck,  on  the  average,  contains  at  least 
twice  as  much  potential  ammonia  as  the  average  of  our  best  and 
richest  stable-manure." 


CHAPTER     VI. 
WHAT   IS   POTENTIAL  AMMONIA? 

"  You  say,"  said  the  Deacon,  "that  dry  muck  contains  twice  as 
much  '■  potential  ammonia''  as  manure?' ' 

"Yes,"  said  the  Doctor,  "it  contains  three  or  four  tunes  as 
mucli  as  the  half-rotted  straw  and  stalks  you  call  manure." 

"  But  what  do  you  mean,"  asked  the  Deacon,  "  by  '■potential 
ammonia?' " 

'■  It  is  a  term,"  said  the  Doctor,  "  wc  used  to  hear  much  more  fre- 
quently than  wc  do  now.  Ammonia  is  composed  of  11  lbs.  of 
nitrogen  and  3  lbs.  of  hydrogen ;  and  if,  on  analy.si3,  a  guano  or 
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other  manure  was  found  to  contain,  in  whatever  form,  7  per  cent 
of  nitro,2;en,  the  chemist  reported  that  lie  found  in  it  8^  per  cent 
of  'potential'  ammonia.  Dried  blood  contains  no  ammonia,  but 
if  it  contained  14  per  cent  of  nitrogen,  the  chemist  would  be  justi- 
fied in  saying  it  contained  17  per  cent  of  potential  ammonia,  from 
the  fact  that  the  dried  blood,  by  fermentation,  is  capable  of  yield- 
ing this  amount  of  ammonia.  We  say  a  ton  of  common  horse- 
mani;re  contains  10  or  12  lbs.  of  potential  ammonia.  If  perfectly 
fresh,  it  may  not  contain  a  particle  of  ammonia ;  but  it  contains 
nitrogen  enough  to  produce,  by  fermentation,  10  or  12  lbs.  of  am- 
monia. And  when  it  is  said  that  dry  swamp-muck  contains,  on 
the  average,  2.07  per  cent  of  potential  ammonia,  it  simply  means 
that  it  contains  nitrogen  enough  to  produce  this  amount  of  am- 
monia. In  point  of  fact,  I  suppose  muck,  when  dug  fresh  from 
the  swamp,  contains  no  ammonia.  Ammonia  is  quite  soluble  in 
water,  and  if  there  was  any  ammonia  in  the  swamp-muck,  it 
would  soon  be  washed  out.  The  nitrogen,  or  '  potential  ammonia,' 
in  the  muck  exists  in  an  inert,  insoluble  form,  and  before  the 
muck  will  yield  up  this  nitrogen  to  plants,  it  is  necessary,  in  some 
way,  to  ferment  or  decompose  it.  But  this  is  a  point  we  will 
discuss  at  a  future  meeting." 


OHAPTEE     VII. 
TILLAGE    IS   MANURE. 

The  Doctor  has  been  invited  to  deliver  a  lecture  on  manure 
before  our  local  Farmers'  Club.  "  The  etymological  meaning  of 
the  word  manure,"  he  said,  "  is  hand  labor,  from  main,  hand,  and 
ouvrer,  to  work.  To  manure  the  land  originally  meant  to  culti- 
vate it,  to  hoe,  to  dig,  to  plow,  to  harrow,  or  stir  it  in  any  way  so 
as  to  expose  its  particles  to  the  oxygen  of  the  atmosphere,  and 
thus  render  its  latent  elements  assimilable  by  plants. 

"  When  our  first  parent,"  he  continued,  "  was  sent  forth  from 
the  Garden  of  Eden  to  till  the  ground  from  whence  he  was  taken, 
he  probably  did  not  know  that  the  means  necessar.y  to  kill  the 
thorns  and  thistles  enhanced  the  productiveness  of  the  soil,  yet 
such  was  undoubtedly  the  case. 
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"  The  farmer  for  centuries  was  simply  a  '  tiller  of  the  ground.' 
Guano,  though  formed,  according  to  some  eminent  authorities, 
long  ages  before  the  creation  of  man,  was  not  then  known.  The 
coprolites  lay  undisturbed  in  countless  numbers  in  the  lias,  the 
greensand,  and  the  Suffolk  crag.  Charleston  phosphates  were 
unknown.  Superphosphate,  sulphate  of  ammonia,  nitrate  of  soda, 
and  kaiuit  were  not  dreamed  of.  Nothing  was  said  about  the 
mineral  manure  theory,  or  the  exhaustion  of  the  soil.  There  were 
no  frauds  in  artificial  fertilizers ;  no  E.xperiment  Stations-  The 
earth,  fresh  from  the  hands  of  its  Creator,  needed  only  to  be 
'tickled  with  a  hoe  to  laugh  with  a  harvest.'  Nothing  was  said 
about  the  value  of  the  manure  obtained  from  the  consumption  of 
a  ton  of  oil-cake,  or  malt-combs,  or  bran,  or  clover-hay.  For 
many  centuries,  the  hoe,  the  spade,  and  the  rake  constituted 
Adam's  whole  stock  in  trade. 

"At  length,"  continued  the  Doctor,  "a  great  discovery  was 
made.  A  Roman  farmer — probably  a  prominent  Granger — stum- 
bled on  a  mighty  truth.  Manuring  the  land — that  is,  hoeing  and 
cultivating  it — increased  its  fertility.  This  was  well  known — had 
been  known  for  ages,  and  acted  upon ;  but  this  Roman  farmer, 
Stercutius,  who  was  a  close  observer,  discovered  that  the  droppings 
of  animals  had  the  same  effect  as  hoeing.  No  wonder  these  idol- 
atrous people  voted  him  a  god.  They  thought  there  would  be  no 
more  old-fashioned  manuring  ;  no  more  hoeing. 

"  Of  course  they  were  mistaken,"  continued  the  Doctor,  "  our 
arable  land  will  always  need  plowing  and  cultivating  to  kill 
weeds.  Manure,  in  the  sense  in  which  we  now  use  the  term,  is 
only  a  partial  substitute  for  tillage,  and  tillage  is  only  a  partial 
substitute  for  manure ;  but  it  is  well  to  bear  in  mind  that  the 
words  mean  the  same  thing,  and  the  effects  of  both  are,  to  a  cer- 
tain extent,  identical.    Tillage  is  manure,  and  manure  is  tillage." 
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CHAPTER    VIII. 
SUMMER-FALLOWING. 

This  is  not  the  place  to  discuss  tlie  merits,  or  demerits,  of  fallow- 
ing. But  an  intelligent  Ohio  farmer  writes  me  : — "  I  see  that  you 
recommend  fallow  plowing,  what  are  your  reasons  ?  Granting 
that  the  immediate  result  is  an  increased  crop,  is  not  the  land  im- 
poverished ?  Will  not  the  thorough  cultivation  of  corn,  or  pota- 
toes, answer  as  well  ? "  And  a  distinguished  farmer,  of  this  State, 
in  a  recent  communication  expressed  the  same  idea — that  summer- 
fallowing  would  soon  impoverish  the  land.  But  if  this  is  the  case, 
the  fault  is  not  in  the  practice  of  summer- fallowing,  but  in  growing 
too  many  grain  crops,  and  selhng  them,  instead  of  consuming  them 
on  the  farm.  Take  two  fields ;  summer-fallow^  one,  and  sow  it  to 
wheat.  Plant  the  other  to  corn,  and  sow  wheat  after  it  in  the  fall. 
You  get,  say  35  bushels  of  wheat  per  acre  from  the  summer-fallow. 
From  the  other  field  you  get,  say,  30  bushels  of  shelled  corn  -p^i- 
acre,  and  10  bushels  of  wheat  afterwards.  Now,  where  a  farmer 
is  in  the  habit  of  selling  all  his  wheat,  and  consuming  all  his  corn 
on  the  farm,  it  is  evident  that  the  practice  of  summer-fallowing 
will  impoverish  the  soil  more  rapidly  than  the  system  of  growing 
corn  followed  by  wheat — and  for  the  simple  reason  that  more 
wheat  is  sold  from  the  farm.  If  no  more  grain  is  sold  in  one  case 
than  in  the  other,  the  summer- fallowing  will  not  impoverish  the 
soil  any  more  than  corn  growing. 

My  idea  of  fallowing  is  this: — The  soil  and  the  atmosphere 
furnish,  on  good,  well  cultivated  land,  plant-food  sulficiect,  say,  for 
15  bushels  of  wheat  per  acre,  every  year.  It  will  be  sometimes 
more,  and  sometimes  less,  according  to  the  season  and  the  character 
of  the  soil,  but  on  good,  strong  limestone  land  this  may  be  taken 
as  about  the  average.  To  grow  wheat  everj^  year  in  crops  of  15 
bushels  per  acre,  would  impoverish  the  soil  just  as  much  as  to 
summer-fallow  and  get  30  bushels  of  wheat  every  other  j^ear.  It 
is  the  same  thing  in  either  case.  But  in  summer-fallowing,  we 
clean  the  land,  and  the  profits  from  a  crop  of  30  bushels  per  acre 
every  other  year,  are  much  more  than  from  two  crops  of  15  bush- 
els every  year.  You  know  that  Mr.  Lawes  has  a  field  of  about 
thirteen  acres  that  he  sows  with  wheat  every  year.  On  the  plot 
that  receives  no  manure  of  any  kind,  the  crop,  for  twenty  years, 
averaged  16J  bushels  per  acre.    It  is  plowed  twice  every  year,  and 
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the  wheat  is  hand-hoed  iu  the  spring  to  keep  it  clean.  A  few  years 
ago,  in  a  field  adjoining  this  experimental  wheat  field,  and  that  is 
of  the  same  character  of  laud,  he  made  the  following  experiment. 
The  land,  after  wheat,  was  fallowed,  and  then  sown  to  wheat; 
then  fallowed  the  next  year,  and  again  sown  to  wheat,  and  the  next 
year  it  was  sown  to  wheat  after  wheat.  The  following  is  the  re- 
sult compared  with  the  yield  of  the  continuously  unmanured  plot 
in  the  experimental  field  that  is  sown  to  wheat  every  year : 

1.  Year— No.  1 — Fallow No  cro]). 

No.  2— Wheat  after  wheat 1.5  bushels  3j  pecks  per  acre. 

2.  Trau— No.  1— Wheat  after  fallow R7        "       —     " 

No.  3— Wheat  after  wheat 13        "       Si      "  " 

3.  Tear — No.  1 — Fallow  after  wheat No  crop. 

No.  2 — Wheat  after  wheat 15  bushels  3i  pecks  per  acre. 

4.  Thar— No.  1— Wheat  after  fallow 42        "       —     "  " 

No.  2— Wheat  after  wheat 21        "       Oi      "  " 

5.  Tear— No.  1— Wheat  after  wheat 17        "       U      "  " 

No.  2 — Wheat  after  wheat 17        "       —  " 

Taking  the  first  four  years,  we  have  a  total  yield  from  the  plot 
sown  every  year  of  68  bushels  21  pecks,  and  from  the  two  crops 
alternately  fallowed,  a  total  yield  of  79  bushels.  The  next  year, 
when  wheat  was  sown  after  wheat  on  the  land  previously  fallowed, 
the  yield  was  almost  identical  with  the  yield  from  the  plot  that  has 
grown  wheat  after  wheat  for  so  many  years. 

So  far,  these  results  do  not  indicate  any  exhaustion  from  the 
practice  of  fallowing.  On  the  other  hand,  thej'  tend  to  show  that 
we  can  get  more  wheat  by  sowing  it  every  other  year,  than  by 
cropping  it  every  year  in  succession.  The  reason  for  this  may  be 
found  in  the  fact  that  in  a  fallow  the  land  is  more  frequently  ex- 
posed to  the  atmosphere  by  repeated  plowings  and  harrowings ;  and 
it  should  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  effect  of  stirring  the  land  is  not 
necessarily  in  proportion  to  the  total  amount  of  stirring,  but  is 
according  to  the  number  of  times  that  fresh  particles  of  soil  are 
exposed  to  the  atmosphere.  Two  plowings  and  two  harrowings 
in  one  week,  will  not  do  as  much  good  as  two  plowings  and  two 
harrowings,  at  different  times  in  the  course  of  three  or  four  mont!tP. 
It  is  for  this  reason  that  I  object,  theoretically,  to  sowing  wheat 
after  barley.  We  often  plow  the  barley  stubble  twice,  and  ppcnd 
considerable  labor  in  getting  the  land  into  good  condition  ;  but  it 
is  generally  all  done  in  tlic  course  of  ten  days  or  two  weeks.  We 
do  not  get  any  adequate  benefit  for  this  labor.  We  can  kill  weeds 
readily  at  this  season,  (Aua-usl),  but  the  stirring  of  the  .«oil  docs 
not  dcvelope  the  latent  plant-food  to  the  extent  it  would  if  ihr 
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work  was  not  necessarily  done  in  such  a  limited  period.  I  say 
theoreUcally,  for  iu  point  of  fact  I  do  sow  wheat  after  barley.  I  do 
so  because  it  is  very  convenient,  and  because  it  is  more  immediately 
profitable.  I  am  satisfied,  however,  that  in  the  end  it  would  be 
more  profitable  to  seed  down  the  barley  with  clover. 

We  rmist  raise  larger  crops ;  and  to  do  this  we  must  raise  them 
less  frequently.  This  is  the  key-note  of  the  coming  improved 
system  of  American  agriculture,  in  all  sections  where  good  land  is 
worth  less  than  one  hundred  dollars  per  acre.  In  the  neighborhood 
of  large  cities,  and  wherever  land  commands  a  high  price,  we  must 
keep  our  farms  in  a  high  state  of  fertility  by  the  purchase  of 
manures  or  cattle  foods.  Those  of  us  in  the  interior,  where  we 
can  not  buy  manure,  must  raise  fewer  grain  crops,  and  more  clover. 
We  must  aim  to  raise  40  bushels  of  wheat,  50  bushels  of  barley,  80 
bushels  of  oats,  and  100  bushels  of  shelled  corn,  and  5  bushels  of 
clover-seed  per  acre.  That  this  can  be  done  on  good,  well-drained 
laud,  from  the  unaided  resources  of  the  farm,  I  have  no  doubt.  It 
may  give  us  no  more  grain  to  sell  than  at  present,  but  it  will  enable 
us  to  produce  much  more  mutton,  wool,  beef,  cheese,  butter,  and 
pork,  than  at  present. 

" But,  then,  will  there  be  a  demand  for  the  meat,  wool,  etc.?" 
The  present  indications  are  highly  favorable.  But  we  must  aim 
to  raise  good  meat.  The  low-priced  beef  and  mutton  sold  in  our 
markets  are  as  unprofitable  to  the  consumer  as  they  are  to  the  pro- 
ducer. We  must  feed  higher,  and  to  do  this  to  advantage  we  must 
have  improved  stock.  There  is  no  profit  iu  farming  without  good 
tillage,  larger  crops,  improved  stock,  and  higher  feeding.  The  de- 
tails will  be  modified  by  circumstances,  but  the  principles  are  the 
same  wherever  agri-cutture  is  practised. 
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CHAPTER    IX. 
HOW  TO  RESTORE  A  WORN-OUT  FARM. 

I  have  never  yet  seen  a  "  worn-out "  or  "  exhausted  fai-m."  I 
know  many  farms  that  are  "run  down."  I  bought  just  such  a 
farm  a  dozen  or  more  years  ago,  and  I  have  been  trying  hard,  ever 
since,  to  bring  it  up  to  a  profitable  standard  of  productiveness — and 
am  still  trying,  and  expect  to  have  to  keei)  on  trying  so  long  as  I 
keej)  on  farming.  The  truth  is,  there  never  was  a  farm  so  rich, 
that  the  farmer  did  not  wish  it  was  richer. 

I  have  succeeded  in  making  the  larger  part  of  my  farm  much 
more  productive  than  it  ever  was  before,  since  it  was  cleared  from 
the  original  forest.  But  it  is  far  from  being  as  rich  as  I  want  it. 
The  truth  is,  God  sent  us  into  this  world  to  work,  and  He  has 
given  us  plenty  to  do,  if  we  will  only  do  it.  At  any  rate,  this  is 
true  of  farming.  He  has  not  given  us  land  ready  to  our  hand. 
The  man  who  first  cleared  up  my  farm,  had  no  easy  task.  He 
fairly  earned  all  the  good  crops  he  ever  got  from  it.  I  have  never 
begrudged  him  one  particle  of  the  "  natural  manure  "  he  took  out 
of  the  land,  in  the  form  of  wheat,  corn,  oats,  and  hay.  On  the 
dry,  sandy  knolls,  he  probably  got  out  a  good  portion  of  this 
natural  manure,  but  on  the  wetter  and  heavier  portions  of  the  farm, 
he  probably  did  not  get  out  one-hundredth  part  of  the  natural 
manure  which  the  land  contained. 

Now,  when  such  a  farm  came  into  my  possession,  what  was  I  to 
do  with  it  ? 

"  Tell  us  what  you  did,"  said  the  Doctor,  "  and  then,  perhaps, 
we  can  tell  you  what  you  ought  to  have  done,  and  w'hat  you  ought 
to  have  left  undone." 

"  I  made  many  mistakes." 

"Amen,"  said  the  Deacon;  "I  am  glad  to  hear  you  acknowl- 
edge it." 

"  Well,"  said  the  Doctor,  "it  is  better  to  make  mistakes  in  trying 
to  do  something,  than  to  hug  our  self-esteem,  and  fold  our  hands 
in  indolence.  It  has  been  said  that  critics  are  men  who  have  failed 
in  their  undertakings.  But  I  rather  think  the  most  disagreeable, 
and  self-satisfied  critics,  are  men  who  have  never  done  anything, 
or  tried  to  do  anything,  themselves." 

The  Deacon,  who,  though  something  of  an  old  fogy,  is  a  good 
deal  of  a  man,  and  possessed  of  good  common  sense,  aud  much  ex- 
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perience,  took  these  remarks  kindly.  "  Well,"  said  lie  to  me,  "I 
must  say  that  your  farm  bas  certainly  improved,  but  you  did  things 
so  differently  from  wliat  we  espected,  that  we  could  not  see  what 
you  were  driving  at." 

"  I  can  tell  you  what  I  have  been  aiming  at  all  along.  Ist.  To 
drain  the  wet  portions  of  the  arable  land.  2d.  To  kill  weeds  and 
make  the  soil  mellow  and  clean.     3d.  To  make  more  manure." 

"  You  have  also  bought  some  bone-dust,  superphosphate,  and 
other  artificial  manures." 

"True;  and  if  I  had  had  more  money  I  would  have  bought 
more  manure.  It  would  have  paid  well.  I  could  have  made  my 
land  as  rich  as  it  is  now  in  half  the  time." 

I  had  to  depend  principally  on  the  natural  resources  of  the  land. 
I  got  out  of  the  soil  all  I  could,  and  kept  as  much  of  it  as  possible 
on  the  farm.  One  of  the  mistakes  I  made  was,  in  breaking  up  too 
much  land,  and  putting  in  too  much  wheat,  barley,  oats,  peas,  and 
corn.  It  would  have  been  better  for  my  pocket,  though  possibly 
not  so  good  for  the  farm,  if  I  had  left  more  of  the  land  in  grass, 
and  also,  if  I  had  summer-fallowed  more,  and  sown  less  barley  and 
oats,  and  planted  less  corn. 

"  I  do  not  see  how  plowing  up  the  grass  land,"  said  the  Deacon, 
"could  possibly  be  any  better  for  the  farm.  You  agricultural 
writers  are  always  telling  us  that  we  plow  too  much  laud,  and  do 
not  raise  grass  and  clover  enough." 

"  What  I  meant  by  saying  that  it  would  have  been  better  for  my 
pocket,  though  possibly  not  so  good  for  the  farm,  if  I  had  not 
plow^ed  so  much  land,  may  need  explanation.  The  land  had  been 
only  half  cultivated,  and  was  very  foul.  The  grass  and  clover 
fields  did  not  give  more  than  half  a  crop  of  hay,  and  the  hay  was 
poor  in  quality,  and  much  of  it  half  thistles,  and  other  weeds.  I 
plowed  this  land,  planted  it  to  corn,  and  cultivated  it  thoroughly. 
But  the  labor  of  keeping  the  corn  clean  was  costly,  and  absorbed  a 
very  large  slice  of  the  profits.  But  the  corn  yielded  a  far  larger 
produce  per  acre  than  I  should  have  got  had  the  land  lain  in  grass. 
And  as  all  this  produce  was  consumed  on  the  farm,  we  made  more 
manure  than  if  we  had  plowed  less  land." 

I  have  great  faith  in  the  benefits  of  thorough  tillage — or,  in  other 
words,  of  breaking  up,  pulverizing,  and  exposing  the  soil  to  the 
decomposing  action  of  the  atmosphere.  I  look  upon  a  good,  strong 
soil  as  a  kind  of  storehouse  of  plant-food.  But  it  is  not  an  easy 
matter  to  render  this  plant-food  soluble.  If  it  were  any  less  solu- 
ble than  it  is,  it  woukl  have  all  leached  out  of  the  land  centuries 
ago.     Turning  over,  and  fining  a  manure-heap,  if  other  conditions 
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are  favorable,  cause  rapid  fermentation  with  tlie  formation  of  car- 
bonate of  ammonia,  and  other  soluble  salts.  Many  of  our  soils,  to 
the  depth  ox  eight  or  ten  inches,  contain  enough  nitrogenous  mat 
ter  in  an  aero  to  produce  two  or  three  thousand  pounds  of  ammonia. 
By  stirring  the  soil,  and  exposing  it  to  the  atmosphere,  a  small 
portion  of  this  nitrogen  becomes  annually  available,  and  is  taken 
up  by  the  growing  crops.  And  it  is  so  with  the  other  cleme  ts  of 
plant-food.  Stirring  the  soil,  then,  is  the  basis  of  agriculture.  It 
has  been  said  that  we  must  return  to  the  soil  as  much  plant-food 
as  we  take  from  it.  If  this  were  true,  nothing  could  be  sold  from 
the  farm.  What  we  should  aim  to  do,  is  to  develop  as  much  as 
possible  of  the  plant-food  that  lies  latent  in  the  soil,  and  not  to  sell 
in  the  form  of  crops,  cheese,  wool,  or  animals,  any  more  of  thia 
plant-food  than  we  annually  develop  from  the  soil.  In  this  way 
the  "condition"  of  the  soil  would  remain  the  same.  If  wc  sell 
less  than  we  develop,  the  condition  of  the  soil  will  improve. 

By  "  condition,"  I  mean  the  amount  of  available  plant-food  in  the 
soil.  Nearly  all  our  farms  are  poorer  in  jDlant-food  to-day  than 
when  first  cleared  of  the  original  forest,  or  than  they  were  ten, 
fifteen,  or  twenty  years  later.  In  other  words,  the  plants  and 
animals  that  have  been  sold  from  the  farm,  have  carried  off"  a  con- 
siderable amount  of  plant-food.  Wc  have  taken  far  more  nitro- 
gen, phosphoric  acid,  potash,  etc.,  out  of  the  soil,  than  we  have 
returned  to  it  in  the  shape  of  manure.  Consequently,  the  soil  must 
contain  less  and  less  of  plant -food  every  year.  And  yet,  while  this 
is  a  self-evident  fact,  it  is,  nevertheless,  true  that  many  of  these 
self -same  farms  are  more  productive  now  than  when  first  cleared, 
or  at  any  rate  more  productive  than  they  were  twenty-five  or  thirty 
years  ago. 

Sometime  ago,  the  Deacon  and  I  visited  the  farm  of  Mr.  Dewoy, 
of  Monroe  Co.,  N.  Y.  He  is  a  good  farmer.  He  docs  not  practice 
"high  farming"  in  the  sense  in  which  I  use  that  term.  His  is  a 
good  example  of  what  I  term  slow  farming.  He  raises  large  crops, 
but  comparatively  few  of  them.  On  his  farm  of  300  acres,  he 
raises  40  acres  of  wheat,  17  acres  of  Indian  corn,  and  23  acres  of 
oats,  barley,  potatoes,  roots,  etc.  In  other  words,  he  has  80  acres 
in  crops,  and  230  acres  in  grass— not  permanent  grass.  He  lets  it 
lie  in  grass  five,  six,  seven,  or  eight  years,  as  he  deems  best,  and 
then  breaks  it  up,  and  plants  it  to  corn.  The  land  he  intends  to 
plant  to  corn  next  year,  has  been  in  grass  for  seven  years.  He 
will  put  pretty  much  all  his  manure  on  this  land.  After  corn,  it 
will  be  sown  to  oats,  or  barley ;  then  sown  to  wheat,  and  seeded 
down  again.     It  will  then  lie  in  grass  three,  four,  five,  six,  or  seven 
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years,  until  he  needs  it  again  for  corn,  etc.  This  is  "slow  farm- 
ing," but  it  is  also  good  farming — that  is  to  say,  it  gives  large 
yields  per  acre,  and  a  good  return  for  the  labor  expended. 

The  soil  of  this  farm  is  richer  to-day  in  available  plant-food  than 
■when  first  cleared.    It  produces  larger  crops  per  acre. 

Mr.  D.  called  our  attention  to  a  fact  that  establishes  this  point. 
An  old  fence  that  had  occupied  the  ground  for  many  years  was 
removed  some  years  since,  and  the  two  fields  thrown  into  one. 
Every  time  this  field  is  in  crops,  it  is  easy  to  see  where  the  old 
fence  was,  by  the  short  straw  and  poor  growth  on  this  strip,  ns 
compared  with  the  land  on  each  side  which  had  been  cultivated 
for  years. 

This  is  pregisely  the  result  that  I  should  have  expected.  If  Mr. 
D.  was  a  poor  farmer — if  he  cropped  his  land  frequently,  did  not 
more  than  half-cultivate  it,  sold  everything  he  raised,  and  drew 
back  no  manure — I  think  the  old  fence-strip  would  have  given  the 
best  crops. 

The  strip  of  land  on  which  the  old  fence  stood  in  Mr.  Dewey's 
field,  contained  more  plant-food  than  the  soil  on  either  side  of  it. 
But  it  was  not  available.  It  was  not  developed.  It  was  latent, 
inert,  insoluble,  crude,  and  undecomposed.  It  was  so  much  dead 
capital.  The  land  on  either  side  which  had  been  cultivated  for 
years,  produced  better  crops.  Why  ?  Simply  because  the  stirring 
of  the  soil  had  developed  more  plant-food  than  had  been  removed 
by  the  crops.  If  the  stirring  of  the  soil  developed  100  lbs.  of  plant- 
food  a  year,  and  only  75  lbs.  were  carried  off  in  the  crops — 25  lbs. 
being  left  on  the  land  in  the  form  of  roots,  stubble,  etc. — the  land, 
at  the  expiration  of  40  years,  would  contain,  provided  none  of  it 
was  lost,  1,000  lbs.  more  available  plant-food  than  the  uncultivated 
strip.  On  the  other  hand,  the  latter  would  contain  3,000  lbs.  more 
actual  plant  food  per  acre  than  the  land  which  had  been  cultivated 
— but  it  is  in  an  unavailable  condition.     It  is  dead  capital. 

I  do  not  know  that  I  make  myself  understood,  though  I  would 
like  to  do  so,  because  I  am  sure  there  is  no  point  in  scientific  farm- 
ing of  greater  importance.  Mr.  Geddes  calls  grass  the  "pivotal 
crop"  of  American  agriculture.  He  deserves  our  thanks  for  the 
word  and  the  idea  connected  with  it.  But  I  am  inclined  to  think 
the  pivot  on  which  our  agriculture  stands  and  rotates,  lies  deeper 
than  this.  The  grass  crop  creates  nothing — developes  nothing. 
The  untilled  and  unmanured  grass  lands  of  Herkimer  County,  in 
this  State,  are  no  richer  to-day  than  they  were  50  years  ago.  The 
pastures  of  Cheshire,  England,  except  those  that  have  been  top- 
dressed  with  bones,  or  other  manures,  arc  no  more  productive  than 
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they  were  centuries  back.  Grass  aloue  will  not  make  rich  laud. 
It  is  a  good  "savings  bank."  It  gathers  up  and  saves  plant-food 
from  running  to  waste.  It  pays  a  good  interest,  and  is  a  capital 
institution.  But  the  real  source  of  fertility  must  be  loolced  for  in 
tho  stores  of  plant-food  lying  dormant  in  the  soil.  Tillage,  under- 
draining,  and  thorough  cultivation,  are  the  means  by  which  we 
develop  and  render  this  plant-food  available.  Grass,  clover,  peas, 
or  any  other  crop  consumed  on  the  farm,  merely  affords  us  the 
means  of  saving  this  plant-food  and  making  it  pay  a  good  interest. 


CHAPTETt    X. 
HOW    TO    MAKE    MANURE. 

If  we  have  the  necessary  materials,  it  is  not  a  difficult  matter  to 
make  manure ;  in  fact,  the  manure  will  make  itself.  We  some- 
times need  to  hasten  the  process,  and  to  see  that  none  of  the  fer- 
tilizing matter  runs  to  waste.  This  is  about  all  that  we  can  do. 
We  cannot  create  an  atom  of  plant-food.  It  is  ready  formed  to 
our  hands  ;  but  we  must  know  where  to  look  for  it,  and  how  to 
get  it  in  the  easiest,  cheapest,  and  best  way,  and  how  to  save  and 
use  it.  The  science  of  manure-making  is  a  profound  study.  It  is 
intimately  connected  with  nearly  every  branch  of  agriculture. 

If  weeds  grow  and  decay  on  the  land,  they  make  manure.  If 
we  grow  a  crop  of  buckwheat,  or  spurry,  or  mustard,  or  rape,  or 
clover,  and  mow  it,  and  let  it  lie  on  the  land,  it  makes  manure  ;  or 
if  we  plow  it  under,  it  forms  manure;  or  if,  after  it  is  mown,  we 
rake  up  the  green  crop,  and  put  it  into  a  heap,  it  will  ferment, 
heat  will  be  produced  by  the  slow  combustion  of  a  portion  of  tlie 
carbonaceous  and  nitrogenous  matter,  and  the  result  will  be  a  mass 
of  material,  which  we  should  all  recognize  as  "  manure."  If,  in- 
stead of  putting  the  crop  into  a  heap  and  letting  it  ferment,  we 
feed  it  to  animals,  the  digestible  carbonaceous  and  nitrogenous 
matter  will  be  consumed  to  produce  animal  heat  and  to  sustain 
the  vital  functions,  and  the  refuse,  or  the  solid  and  liquid  drop- 
pings of  the  animals,  will  be  manure. 

If  the  crop  rots  on  the  ground,  nothing  is  added  to  it.  If  it  fer- 
ments, and  gives  out  heat,  in  a  heap,  nothing  is  added  to  it.     If  it 


42  TALKS    ON   MANUEES. 

is  passed  through  an  animal,  and  produces  heat,  nothing  is  added 
to  it. 

I  have  heard  people  say  a  farmer  could  not  make  manure  unless 
he  kept  animals.  We  might  with  as  much  truth  say  a  farmer 
cannot  make  ashes  unless  he  keeps  stoves  ;  and  it  would  be  just 
as  sensible  to  take  a  lot  of  stoves  into  the  woods  to  make  ashes,  as 
it  is  to  keep  a  lot  of  animals  merely  to  make  manure.  You  can 
make  the  ashes  by  throwing  the  wood  into  a  pile,  and  burning  it ; 
and  you  can  make  the  manure  by  throwing  the  material  out  of 
which  the  manure  is  to  be  made  into  a  pile,  and  letting  it  ferment. 
On  a  farm  where  neither  food  nor  manure  of  any  kind  is  pur- 
chased, the  only  way  to  make  manure  is  to  get  it  out  of  the  land. 

"  From  the  land  and  from  the  atmosphere,"  remarked  the  Doc- 
t')r.  "  Plants  get  a  large  portion  of  the  material  of  which  they  are 
composed  from  the  atmosphere." 

"  Yes,"  I  replied,  "  but  it  is  principally  carbonaceous  matter, 
which  is  of  little  or  no  value  as  manure.  A  small  amount  of  am- 
monia and  nitric  acid  are  also  brought  to  the  soil  by  rains  and 
dews,  and  a  freshly-stirred  soil  may  also  sometimes  absorb  more 
or  less  ammonia  from  the  atmosphere  ;  but  while  this  is  true,  so 
far  as  making  manure  is  concerned,  we  must  look  to  the  plant- 
food  existing  in  the  soil  itself. 

"  Take  such  a  farm  as  Mr.  Dewey's,  that  we  have  already 
referred  to.  I^To  manure  or  food  has  been  purchased  ;  or  at  any 
rate,  not  one-tenth  as  much  as  has  been  sold,  and  yet  the  farm  is 
more  productive  to-day  than  when  it  was  first  cleared  of  the  forest. 
He  has  developed  the  manure  from  the  stores  of  latent  plant-food 
previously  existing  in  the  soil  •  and  this  is  the  way  farmers  gen- 
erally make  manure." 
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CHAPTEE     XI. 

THE  VALUE  OF  MANURE  DEPENDS  ON  THE  FOOD— 
NOT  ON  THE  ANIMAL. 

"  If,"  said  I,  "you  should  put  a  ton  of  cut  straw  in  a  heap,  wet  it, 
and  let  it  rot  down  into  manure ;  and  should  place  in  another  heap 
a  ton  of  cut  corn-fodder,  and  in  another  heap  a  ton  of  cut  clover- 
hay,  wet  them,  and  let  them  also  rot  down  into  manure ;  and  in 
another  heap  a  ton  of  pulped-turnips,  and  in  another  heap  a  ton 
of  corn-meal,  and  in  another  heap  a  ton  of  bran,  and  in  another  a 
ton  of  malt-sprouts,  and  let  them  be  mixed  with  water,  and  so 
treated  that  they  will  ferment  without  loss  of  ammonia  or  other 
valuable  plant-food,  I  think  no  one  will  say  that  all  these  different 
heaps  of  manure  will  have  the  same  value.    And  if  not,  why  not  ? " 

"  Because,"  said  Charley,  "  the  ton  of  straw  does  not  contain  as 
much  valuable  plant-food  as  the  ton  of  corn-fodder,  nor  the  ton  of 
corn-fodder  as  much  as  the  ton  of  clover-hay." 

"  Now  then,"  said  I,  "  instead  of  putting  a  ton  of  straw  in  one 
heap  to  rot,  and  a  ton  of  corn-fodder  in  another  heap,  and  a  ton  cf 
clover  in  another  heap,  we  feed  the  ton  of  straw  to  a  cow,  and  the 
ton  of  corn-fodder  to  another  cow,  and  the  ton  of  clover  to  another 
cow,  and  save  all  the  solid  and  liquid  excrements,  will  the  manure 
made  from  the  ton  of  straw  be  worth  as  much  as  the  manure  made 
from  the  ton  of  corn-fodder  or  clovcr-haj'  ?  " 

"  No,"  said  Charley. — "  Certainly  not,"  said  the  Doctor. — "  I  am 
not  so  sure  about  it,"  said  the  Deacon  ;  "  I  think  you  will  get  more 
manure  from  the  corn-fodder  than  from  the  straw  or  clovcr-haj-." 

"  We  are  not  talking  about  bulk,"  said  the  Doctor,  "  but  value." 
"  Suppose,  Deacon,"  said  he,  "you  were  to  shut  up  a  lot  of  your 
Brahma  hens,  and  feed  them  a  ton  of  corn-meal,  and  should  also 
feed  a  ton  of  corn-meal  made  into  slops  to  a  lot  of  pigs,  and  should 
save  all  the  liquid  and  solid  excrements  from  the  pigs,  and  all  the 
manure  from  the  hens,  which  would  be  worth  the  most  ?"— "  The 
hen-manure,  of  course,"  said  the  Deacon,  who  has  great  faith  in 
this  kind  of  "  guano,"  as  he  calls  it. 

"  And  yet,"  said  tlie  Doctor,  "  you  would  probably  not  get  more 
than  half  a  ton  of  manure  from  the  liens,  while  the  liquid  and 
solid  excrements  from  the  pigs,  if  the  corn-meal  was  made  into  a 
thin  slop,  would  weigh  two  or  three  tons." 
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"  More,  too,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  the  -way  you  feed  your  store 
pigs." 

"  Very  well ;  and  yet  you  say  that  the  half  ton  of  hen-manure 
made  from  a  ton  of  corn  is  worth  more  than  the  two  or  three  tons 
of  pig-manure  made  from  a  ton  of  corn.  You  do  not  seem  to 
think,  after  all,  that  mere  bulk  or  weight  adds  anything  to  the 
value  of  the  manure.  Why  then  should  you  say  that  the  manure 
from  a  ton  of  corn-fodder  is  worth  more  than  from  a  ton  of  straw, 
because  it  is  more  bulky  ?  " 

"  You,  yourself,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  also  say  the  manure  from 
the  ton  of  corn-fodder  is  worth  more  than  from  the  ton  of 
straw." — "  True,"  said  I  "  but  not  because  it  is  more  bulky.  It  is 
worth  more  because  the  ton  of  corn-fodder  contains  a  greater 
quantity  of  valuable  plant-food  than  the  ton  of  straw.  The  clover 
is  still  richer  in  this  valuable  plant-food,  and  the  manure  is  much 
more  valuable  ;  in  fact,  the  manure  from  the  ton  of  clover  is  worth 
as  much  as  the  manure  from  the  ton  of  straw  and  the  ton  of  corn- 
fodder  together." 

"  I  would  like  to  see  you  jprove  that,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  for  if 
it  is  true,  I  will  sell  no  more  clover-hay.  I  can't  get  as  much  for 
clover-hay  in  the  market  as  I  can  for  rye-straw." 

"  I  will  not  attempt  to  pro'ce  it  at  present,"  said  the  Doctor ; 
"  but  the  evidence  is  so  strong  and  so  conclusive  that  no  rational 
man,  who  will  study  the  subject,  can  fail  to  be  thoroughly  con- 
vinced of  its  truth." 

"  The  value  of  manure,"  said  I,  "  does  not  depend  on  the  quan- 
tity of  water  which  it  contains,  or  on  the  quantity  of  sand,  or 
silica,  or  on  the  amount  of  woody  fibre  or  carbonaceous  matter. 
These  things  add  little  or  nothing  to  its  fertilizing  value,  except  in 
rare  cases ;  and  the  sulphuric  acid  and  lime  are  worth  no  more 
than  the  same  quantity  of  sulphate  of  lime  or  gypsum,  and  the 
chlorine  and  soda  are  probably  worth  no  more  than  so  much  com- 
mon salt.  The  real  chemical  value  of  the  manure,  other  things 
being  equal,  is  in  proportion  to  the  nitrogen,  phosphoric  acid,  and 
potash,  that  the  manure  contains. 

"And  the  quantity  of  nitrogen,  phosphoric  acid,  and  potash 
found  in  the  manure  is  determined,  other  things  being  equal,  by 
the  quantity  of  the  nitrogen,  phosphoric  acid,  and  potash  contained 
in  the  food  consumed  by  the  animals  making  the  manure." 


FOODS    WHICH    MAKE    EICII    MANURE. 


45 


CHAPTER    XII. 
FOODS    WHICH    MAKE    RICH    MANURE. 

The  amount  of  nitrogen,  phosphoric  acid,  and  potash,  contained 
in  different  foods,  has  been  accurately  determined  by  many  able 
and  reliable  chemists. 

The  folloAving  table  was  prepared  by  Dr.  J.  B.  Lawes,  of  Rotii- 
amstsd,  England,  and  was  first  published  in  this  country  in  the ' 
"  Genesee  Farmer,"  for  May,  1860.  Since  then,  it  has  been  re- 
peatedly published  in  nearly  all  the  leading  agricultural  journals 
of  the  world,  and  has  given  rise  to  mucli  discussion.  The  follow- 
ing is  the  table,  with  some  recent  additions : 


PER  CENT. 


Linseed  cake I  88.0 

Cotton-seedcake* !  89.0 

Rape-cake I  89.0 

Linseed ;  90.0 

Beans j  81.0 

Peas '  81.5 

Tares !  84.0 

Lentils 88.0 

Malt-dust '  04.0 

Locust  beans !  85.0 

Indian-meal 88.0 

Wheat '  85.0 

Barley I  84.0 

Malt [  95.0 

Oats I  86.0 

Finepollardt I  8(i.O 

Coarse  pollard  t j  Sli.O 

Wheat-bran I  Sfi.O 

Clover-hay t  84,0 

Meadow-hay 1  84.0 

Bean-straw I  82.5 

Pea-straw i  82.0 

Wheat-straw 1  84.0 


Barley-straw. 

Oat-straw 

Mansjel-wurzel. .. 
Swedish  turnips.. 
Common  turnips. 

Potatoes 

Carrots 

Parsnips 


85.0 
83.0 
12.5 
11.0 
8.0 
24.0 
13.5 
15.0 


Se, 


5 '^■§5 


2'e  *1 


7.00 

4.92 

8.00 

7.00 

8. CO 

5.75 

4.00 

3  38 

3.00 

2.20 

2.40 

1.84 

2.00 

1.03 

3.00 

1.89 

8.50 

5.23 

1.75 

1..30 

1.13 

1.70 

1.87 

2.20 

1..35 

2.00 

1.60 

2.85 

1.17 

5.00 

6.44 

6.20 

7.52 

(i.CO 

7.95 

7.  .50 

1.25 

6.00 

0.8S 

5.. 55 

0.90 

5.95 

0.85 

5.00 

0..55 

4  50 

0..37 

B..50 

0.48 

1.00 

0.09 

.68 

0.13 

.68 

0.11 

1.00 

0..32 

.70 

0.13 

1.00 

0.42 

1.65 
3.12 
1.76 
1.37 
1.27 
0.96 
0.60 
0.96 
2.12 

6!. 35 
0.50 
0..55 
0.65 
0.50 
1.4f! 
1.49 
1.45 
1..30 
1.50 
1.11 
0.89 
0.65 
0.03 
0.93 
0.25 
0.18 
0.29 
0.4;3 
0.23 
0..36 


4.75 
G.50 
5.00 
3.80 
4.00 
3.40 
4.20 
4.. 30 
4.20 
1.25 
1.80 
1.80 
1.05 
1.70 
2.00 
2.60 
2.58 
2.55 
2.50 
1..50 
0.90 

b'.ijb 

0.50 
0.60 
0.25 
0.22 
0.18 
0..35 
0.20 
0.22 


:  e^ 


.<::. 


19.72 
27.83 
21.01 
15.65 
15.75 
13.. 38 
16.75 
16.51 
IS. 21 
4.81 
6.65 
7.08 
6.. 32 
6.65 
7.70 
13.. 53 
14.. 30 
14.59 
9.64 
6.43 
3.87 
3.7t 
2.68 
2.25 
2.90 
1.07 
91 
.86 

i.r,o 

.80 
1.14 


*  The  manure  from  a  ton  of  undecorticated  cottonseed  cake  is  worth  ?l.'i.74; 
tliat  from  a  ton  nf  coltoii-seed.  after  being  ground  and  sifted,  is  wortli  J;i:!.2.5. 
The  grinding  and  siftincr,  in  Mr.  Lawes'  experiments,  removed  about  8  percent 
of  husk  and  cotton.  Cotton-seed,  so  treated,  proved  to  be  a  very  rich  and 
economical  food.  t  Aliddlings,  Canielle.  tShipstuff. 
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Of  all  vegetable  substances  used  for  food,  it  will  be  seen  that 
decorticated  cotton-seed  cake  is  the  richest  in  nitrogen,  phos- 
phoric acid,  and  potash,  and  consequently  makes  the  richest  and 
most  valuable  manure.  According  to  Mr.  Lawes'  estimate,  the 
manure  from  a  ton  of  decorticated  cotton-seed  cake  is  worth  $27.86 
in  gold. 

Rape-cake  comes  next.  Twentj^-five  to  thirty  years  ago,  rape- 
cake,  ground  as  fine  as  corn-meal,  was  used  quite  extensively  on 
many  of  the  light-land  farms  of  England  as  a  manure  for  turnips, 
and  not  unfrequently  as  a  manure  for  wheat.  Mr.  Lawes  used  it 
for  many  years  in  his  experiments  on  turnips  and  on  wheat. 

Of  late  years,  however,  it  has  been  fed  to  sheep  and  cattle.  In 
other  words,  it  has  been  used,  not  as  formerly,  for  manure  alone, 
but  for  food  first,  and  manure  afterwards.  The  oil  and  other  car- 
bonaceous matter  which  the  cake  contains  is  of  little  value  for 
manure,  while  it  is  of  great  value  as  food.  The  animals  take  out 
this  carbonaceous  matter,  and  leave  nearly  all  the  nitrogen,  phos- 
phoric acid,  and  potash  in  the  manure.  Farmers  who  had  found 
it  profitable  to  use  on  wheat  and  turnips  for  manure  alone,  found 
it  still  more  profitable  to  use  it  first  for  food,  and  then  for  manure 
afterwards.  Mr.  Lawes,  it  will  be  seen,  estimates  the  manure  pro- 
duced from  the  consumption  of  a  ton  of  rape-cake  at  $21.01. 

Linseed-oil  cake  comes  next.  Pure  linseed-cake  is  exceedingly 
valuable,  both  for  food  and  manure.  It  is  a  favorite  food  with 
all  cattle  and  sheep  breeders  and  feeders.  It  has  a  wonderful 
effect  in  improving  the  appearance  of  cattle  and  sheep.  An  Eng- 
lish farmer  thinks  he  cannot  get  along  without  "cake"  for  bis 
calves,  lambs,  cattle,  and  sheep.  In  this  country,  it  is  not  so  ex- 
tensivelj^  used,  except  by  the  breeders  of  improved  stock.  It  is  so 
popular  in  England  that  the  price  is  fully  up  to  its  intrinsic  value, 
and  not  unfrequently  other  foods,  in  proportion  to  the  nutritive 
and  manurial  value,  can  be  bought  cheaper.  This  fact  shows  the 
value  of  a  good  reputation.  Linseed-cake,  however,  is  often  adul- 
terated, and  farmers  need  to  be  cautious  who  they  deal  with. 
When  pure,  it  will  be  seen  that  the  manure  made  by  the  consump- 
tion of  a  ton  of  linseed-cake  is  worth  $il9.72. 

Malt-dust  stands  next  on  the  list.  This  article  is  known  by  dif- 
ferent names,  la  England,  it  is  often  called  "  malt-combs  ;"  here 
it  is  known  as  "  m^iU-sprouts"  or  "  malt-roois."  In  making  barley 
into  malt,  the  barley  is  soaked  in  water,  and  afterwards  kept  in  a 
■warm  room  until  it  germinates,  and  throws  out  sprouts  and  roots. 
It  is  then  dried,  and  before  the  malt  is  used,  these  dried  sprouts 
and  roots  are  sifted  out,  and  arc  sold  for  cattle-food.     They  weigh 
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from  22  to  25  lbs.  per  bushel  of  40  quarts.  They  are  frequently 
mixed  at  the  breweries  with  the  "  grains,"  and  are  sold  to  milkmen 
at  the  same  price — from  12  to  15  cents  per  bushel.  Where  their 
value  is  not  known,  they  can,  doubtless,  be  sometimes  obtained  at 
a  mere  nominal  price.  Milkmen,  I  believe,  prefer  the  "  grains  "  to 
the  malt-dust.  The  latter,  however,  is  a  good  food  for  sheep.  It 
has  one  advantage  over  brewer's  "  grains."  The  latter  contain  76 
per  cent  of  water,  while  the  malt-dust  contains  only  6  per  cent  of 
water.  We  can  afford,  therefore,  to  transport  malt-dust  to  a 
greater  distance  than  the  grains.  We  do  not  want  to  carry  water 
many  miles.  There  is  another  advantage :  brewer's  grains  soon 
ferment,  and  become  sour;  while  the  malt-dust,  being  dry,  will 
keep  for  any  length  of  time.  It  will  be  seen  that  Mr.  Lawes  esti- 
mates the  value  of  the  manure  left  from  the  consumption  of  a  ton 
of  malt-dust  at  $18.21. 

Tares  or  vetches,  lentils,  Unseed  or  flaxseed,  beans,  wheat,  bran, 
middlings,  fins  mill-feed,  undecorticated  cotton-seed  cake,  peas, 
and  cotton-seed,  stand  next  on  the  list.  The  value  of  these  for 
manure  ranging  from  $13.25  to  $16. 75  per  ton. 

Then  comes  clover-hay.  Mr.  Lawes  estimates  the  value  of  the 
manure  from  the  consumption  of  a  ton  of  clover-hay  at  $9.64. 
This  is  from  early  cut  clover-hay. 

When  clover  is  allowed  to  grow  until  it  is  nearly  out  of  flower, 
the  hay  would  not  contain  so  much  nitrogen,  and  w^ould  not  be 
worth  quite  so  much  per  ton  for  manure.  When  mixed  with 
timothy  or  other  grasses,  or  with  weeds,  it  would  not  be  so  valu- 
able. The  above  estimate  is  for  the  average  qualit}'  of  good  pure 
English  clover-hay.  Our  best  farmers  raise  clover  equally  as 
good ;  but  I  have  seen  much  clover-hay  that  certainly  would  not 
come  up  to  this  standard.  Still,  even  our  common  clover-bay 
makes  rich  manure.  In  Wolfl's  Table,  given  in  the  appendix,  it 
will  be  seen  that  clover-hay  contains  only  1.97  per  cent  of  nitro- 
gen and  5.7  per  cent  of  ash.  Mr.  Lawes'  clover  contains  more 
nitrogen  and  ash.  This  means  richer  land  and  a  less  mature  con- 
dition of  the  crop. 

The  cereal  grains,  wheat,  barley,  oats,  and  Indian  corn,  stand 
next  on  the  list,  being  worth  from  $6.32  to  $7.70  per  ton  for 
manure. 

"  Meadow-hay,"  which  in  the  table  is  estimated  as  worth  $6.43 
per  ton  for  manure,  is  the  hay  from  permanent  meadows.  It  is  a 
quite  different  article  from  the  "  English  Meadow-hay  "  of  New 
England.  It  is,  in  fact,  the  perfection  of  hay.  The  meadows  are  fre- 
quently top-dressed  with  composted  manure  or  artificial  fertilizers, 
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aud  tli3  hay  is  composed  of  a  number  of  the  best  grasses,  cut  early 
and  carefully  cured.  It  "will  be  noticed,  however,  that  even  this 
choice  meadow-hay  is  not  as  valuable  for  manure  as  clover-hay. 

English  bean-straw  is  estimated  as  worth  $3.87  per  ton  for 
manure.  The  English  "  horse  bean,"  which  is  the  kind  here 
alluded  to,  has  a  very  stiff,  coarse  long  straw,  and  looks  as  though 
it  was  much  inferior  as  fodder,  to  the  straw  of  our  ordinary  white 
beans.     See  Wolff's  table  in  the  appendix. 

Pea-straw  is  estimated  at  $3. 74  per  ton.  When  the  peas  arc  not  al- 
lowed to  grow  until  dead  ripe,  and  when  the  straw  is  carefully  cured, 
it  makes  capital  food  for  sheep.  Taking  the  grain  and  straw 
together,  it  will  be  seen  that  peas  are  an  unusually  valuable  crop  to 
grow  for  the  purpose  of  making  rich  manure. 

The  straw  of  oats,  wheat,  and  barley,  is  worth  from  $2.25  to  $3.90 
per  ton.  Barley  straw  being  the  poorest  for  manure,  and  oat  straw 
the  richest. 

Potatoes  are  worth  $1.50  per  ton,  or  nearly  5  cents  a  bushel  for 
manure. 

The  manurial  value  of  roots  varies  from  80  cents  a  ton  for 
carrots,  to  $1.07  for  mangel-wurzel,  and  $1.14  for  parsnips. 

I  am  very  anxious  that  there  should  be  no  misapprehension  as 
to  the  meaning  of  these  figures.  I  am  sure  they  are  well  worth 
the  careful  study  of  every  intelligent  farmer.  Mr.  Lawes  has  been 
engaged  in  making  experiments  for  over  thirty  years.  There  is  no 
man  more  competent  to  speak  with  authority  on  such  a  subject. 
The  figures  showing  the  money  value  of  the  manure  made  from 
the  different  foods,  are  based  on  the  amount  of  nitrogen,  phos- 
phoric acid,  and  potash,  which  they  contain.  Mr.  Lawes  has  been 
buying  and  using  artificial  manures  for  many  years,  and  is  quite 
competent  to  form  a  correct  conclusion  as  to  the  cheapest  sources 
of  obtaining  nitrogen,  phosphoric  acid,  and  potash.  He  has  cer- 
tainly not  overestimated  their  cost.  They  can  not  be  bought  at 
lower  rates,  either  in  England  or  America.  But  of  course  it  does 
not  follow  from  this  that  these  manures  are  worth  to  the  farmer 
the  price  charged  for  them ;  that  is  a  matter  depending  on  many 
conditions.  All  that  can  be  said  is,  that  if  you  am  going  to  buy 
commercial  manures,  you  will  have  to  pay  at  least  as  much  for  the 
nitrogen,  phosphoric  acid,  and  potash,  as  the  price  fixed  upon  by 
Mr.  Lawes.  And  you  should  recollect  that  there  are  other  in- 
gredients in  the  manure  obtained  from  the  food  of  animals,  which 
are  not  estimated  as  of  any  value  in  the  table.  For  instance,  there 
is  a  large  amount  of  carbonaceous  matter  in  the  manure  of  animals, 
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wiiicli,  for  some  crops,  is  not  without  value,  but  whicli  is  not  here 
taken  into  account. 

Viewed  from  a  farmer's  stand-point,  the  table  of  money  values 
must  be  taken  only  in  a  comparative  sense.  It  is  not  claimed  that 
the  manure  from  a  ton  of  wheat-straw  is  worth  $2.68.  This  may, 
or  may  not,  be  the  case.  But  if  the  manure  from  a  ton  of  wheat- 
straw  is  worth  $2.68,  then  the  manure  from  a  ton  of  pea-sti'aw  is 
worth  $3.74,  and  the  manure  from  a  ton  of  corn-meal  is  worth 
$6.65,  and  the  manure  from  a  ton  of  clover-hay  is  worth  $9.64, 
and  the  manure  from  a  ton  of  wheat-bran  is  worth  $14.59.  If  the 
manure  from  a  ton  of  corn  meal  is  not  worth  $6.65,  then  the 
manure  from  a  ton  of  bran  is  not  worth  $14.59.  If  the  manure 
from  the  ton  of  corn  is  worth  more  than  $3.65,  then  the  manure 
from  a  ton  of  bran  is  worth  more  than  $14.59.  There  need  be  no 
doubt  on  this  point. 

Settle  in  your  own  mind  what  the  manure  from  a  ton  of  any  one 
of  the  foods  mentioned  is  worth  on  your  farm,  and  you  can  easily 
calculate  what  the  manure  is  worth  from  all  the  others.  If  you 
say  that  the  manure  from  a  ton  of  wheat-straw  is  worth  $1.34,  then 
the  manure  from  a  ton  of  Indian  corn  is  worth  $3.33,  and  the 
manure  from  a  ton  of  bran  is  worth  $7.30,  and  the  manure  from  a 
ton  of  clover-hay  is  worth  $4.82. 

In  this  section,  however,  few  good  farmers  are  willing  to  sell 
straw,  though  t'ley  can  get  from  $8.00  to  $10.00  per  ton  for  it. 
They  think  it  must  be  consumed  on  the  farm,  or  used  for  bedding, 
or  their  land  will  run  down.  I  do  not  say  they  are  wrong,  but  I 
do  say,  that  if  a  ton  of  straw  is  worth  $2.68  for  manure  alone,  then 
a  ton  of  clover-hay  is  worth  $9.64  for  manure  alone.  This  may 
be  accepted  as  a  general  truth,  and  one  which  a  farmer  can  act 
upon.  And  so,  too,  in  regard  to  the  value  of  com-meal,  bran,  and 
all  the  other  articles  iriven  in  the  table. 


There  is  another  point  of  great  importance  which  should  b3  men- 
tioned in  this  connection.  The  nitrogen  ia  the  better  class  of 
foods  is  worth  more  for  manure  than  the  nitrogen  in  straw,  corn- 
stalks, and  other  coarse  fodder.  Nearly  all  the  nitrogen  in  grain, 
and  other  rich  foods,  is  digested  by  the  animals,  and  is  voided  in 
solution  in  the  urine.  In  other  words,  the  nitrogen  in  the  manure 
is  in  an  active  and  available  condition.  On  the  other  hand,  only 
about  half  tlie  nitrogen  in  the  coarse  fodders  and  straw  is  digesti- 
ble. The  otlicr  half  passes  off  in  a  crude  and  comparatively  un- 
available condition,  in  the  solid  excrement.  In  estimating  (lie  value 
of  the  manure  from  a  ton  of  food,  these  facts  should  be  remembered. 
3 
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I  have  said  that  if  the  manure  from  a  ton  of  straw  is  worth  $2.GS, 
the  manure  from  a  ton  of  corn  is  worth  $6. 65 ;  but  I  will  not  reverse 
the  proposition,  and  say  that  if  the  manui'e  from  a  ton  of  corn  is 
■worth  $6.65,  the  manure  from  a  ton  of  straw  is  worth  $2.68.  The 
manure  from  the  grain  is  nearly  all  in  an  available  condition,  while 
that  from  the  straw  is  not.  A  pound  of  nitrogen  in  rich  manure 
is  worth  more  than  a  pound  of  nitrogen  in  poor  manure.  This  is 
another  reason  why  we  should  try  to  make  rich  manure. 


CHAPTER    XIII. 
HORSE    MANURE    AND    FARM-YARD    MANURE. 

The  manure  from  horses  is  generally  considered  richer  and  better 
than  that  from  cows.  This  is  not  always  the  case,  though  it  is 
probably  so  as  a  rule.  There  are  three  principal  reasons  for  this. 
1st.  The  horse  is  usually  fed  more  grain  and  hay  than  the  cow. 
In  other  words,  the  food  of  the  horse  is  usually  richer  in  the  val- 
uable elements  of  plant-food  than  the  ordinary  food  of  the  cow. 
2d.  The  milk  of  the  cow  abstracts  considerable  nitrogen,  phos- 
phoric acid,  etc.,  from  the  food,  and  to  this  extent  there  is  less  of 
these  valuable  substances  in  the  excrements.  3d.  The  excrements 
of  the  cow  contain  much  more  water  than  those  of  the  horse.  And 
consequently  a  ton  of  cow-dung,  other  things  being  equal,  w^ould 
not  contain  as  much  actual  manure  as  a  ton  of  horse-dung. 

Boussingault,  who  is  eminently  trustworthy,  gives  us  the  follow- 
ing interesting  facts  : 

A  horse  consumed  in  24  hours,  20  lbs.  of  hay,  6  lbs.  of  oats,  and 
43  lbs.  of  water,  and  voided  during  the  same  period,  3  lbs.  7  ozs. 
of  urine,  and  38  lbs.  2  ozs.  of  solid  excrements. 

The  solid  excrements  contained  23^  lbs.  of  waler,  and  the  urine 
2  lbs.  6  ozs.  of  water. 

According  to  this,  a  horse,  eating  20  lbs.  of  hay,  and  6  lbs.  of  oats, 
per  day,  voids  in  a  year  nearly  seven  tons  of  solid  excrements,  and 
1,255  lbs.  of  urine. 

It  would  seem  that  there  must  have  been  some  mistake  in  col- 
lecting the  urine,  or  what  was  probably  the  case,  that  some  of  it 
must  have  been  absorbed  by  tlie  dung ;  for  Ql  pints  of  urine  per 
day  is  certainly  much  less  than  is  usually  voided  by  a  horse. 
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Stockard  gives  the  amount  of  urine  voided  by  a  liorse  in  a  year 
at  3,000  Ibs.^  a  cow,  8,000  lbs. ;  sheep,  380  lbs. ;  pig,  1,300  lbs. 

Dr.  Vcelcker,  at  the  Royal  Agricultural  College,  at  Cirencester, 
England,  made  some  valuable  investigations  in  regard  to  the  com- 
position of  farm-yard  manure,  and  the  changes  which  take  place 
during  fermentation. 

The  manure  was  composed  of  horse,  cow,  and  pig-dung,  mixed 
with  the  straw  used  for  bedding  iu  the  stalls,  pig-pens,  sheds,  etc. 

On  the  3d  of  November,  1854,  a  sample  of  what  Dr.  Vcelcker 
calls  "  Fresh  Long  Dung,"  was  taken  from  the  "  manure-pit  "  for 
anal3'sis.     It  had  lain  in  the  pit  or  heap  about  14  days. 

The  following  is  the  result  of  the  analysis : 

FRESH    FARM-YARD    MANURE. 

HALF  A  TON,  OR  1,000  LBS. 

Water G61.71bs. 

Organic  matter 2S2.4  " 

Ash 55.9  " 

1,000.0  lbs. 
Nitrogen 6.43  " 

"  Before  you  go  any  farther,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  let  me  under- 
stand what  these  figures  mean  ?  Do  you  mean  that  a  ton  of 
manure  contains  only  12f  lbs.  of  nitrogen,  and  111  lbs.  of  ash,  and 
that  all  the  rest  is  carbonaceous  matter  and  water,  of  little  or  no 
value  "  ? — "  That  is  it  precisely,  Deacon,"  said  I,  "  and  further- 
more, a  large  part  of  the  ash  has  very  little  fertilizing  value,  as 
will  be  seen  from  the  following  : 

DETAILED  COMPOSITION  OF  THE  ASH  OF  FRESH  BARN-TARD  M.VNURH. 

Soluble  silica 21..59 

Insoluble  silicious  matter  (sand) 10.04 

Phosphate  of  lime 5.35 

Oxide  of  iron,  alumina,  -with  phosphate 8.47 

Containing  phospheric  acid 3.18 

Lime 31.31 

Magnesia 8.76 

Potash 12.04 

Soda 1.80 

Chloride  of  sodium 0.54 

Sulphuric  acid  1.49 

Carbonic  acid  and  loss 15.11 

100.00 
Nitrogen,  phosphoric  acid,  and  potash,  are  the  most  valuable  in- 
gredients in  manure.     It  will  be  seen  that  a  ton  of  fresh  barn-yard 
manure,  of  probably  good  average  quality,  contains: 

Nitrojren ir 3  lbs. 

Phosphoric  acid  r> J  " 

Potash 13i  " 
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I  do  not  say  that  these  are  the  only  ingredients  of  any  value  in 
a  ton  of  manure.  Nearly  all  the  other  ingredients  are  indispen- 
sable to  the  growth  of  plants,  and  if  we  should  use  manures  con- 
taining nothing  but  nitrogen,  phosphoric  acid,  and  potash,  the 
time  would  come  when  the  crops  would  fail,  from  lack  of  a 
suflficient  quantity  of,  perhaps,  magnesia,  or  lime,  sulphuric  acid,  or 
soluble  silica,  or  iron.  But  it  is  not  necessary  to  make  provision 
for  such  a  contingency.  It  would  be  a  very  exceptional  case. 
Farmers  who  depend  mainly  on  barn-yard  manure,  or  on  plowing 
under  green  crops  for  keeping  up  the  fertility  of  the  land,  may 
safely  calculate  that  the  value  of  the  manure  is  in  proportion  to 
the  amount  of  nitrogen,  phosphoric  acid,  and  potash,  it  contains. 

We  draw  out  a  ton  of  fresh  manure  and  spread  it  on  the  land, 
therefore,  in  order  to  furnish  the  growing  crops  with  12|  lbs.  of 
nitrogen,  Gi  lbs.  of  phosphoric  acid,  and  13|-  lbs.  of  potash. 
Less  than  33  lbs.  in  all  ! 

We  cannot  dispense  with  farm-yard  manure.  We  can  seldom 
buy  nitrogen,  phosphoric  acid,  and  potash,  as  cheaply  as  we  can 
get  them  in  home-made  manures.  But  we  should  clearly  under- 
stand the  fact  that  we  draw  out  2,000  lbs.  of  matter  in  order  to 
get  33  lbs.  of  these  fertilizing  ingredients.  We  should  try  to 
make  riclier  manure.  A  ton  of  manure  containing  60  lbs.  of 
nitrogen,  phosphoric  acid,  and  potash,  costs  no  more  to  draw  out 
and  spread,  than  a  ton  containing  only  30  lbs.,  and  it  would  be 
worth  nearly  or  quite  double  the  money. 

How  to  make  richer  manure  we  will  not  discuss  at  this  time.  It 
is  a  question  of  food.  But  it  is  worth  while  to  enquire  if  we  can 
not  take  such  manure  as  we  have,  and  reduce  its  weight  and  bulk 
without  losing  any  of  its  nitrogen,  phosphoric  acid,  and  potash. 


CHAPTER     XIV. 

FERMENTING   MANURE. 

Dr.  Voelckcr  placed  2,838  lbs.  of  fresh  mixed  manure  in  a  heap 
Nov.  3,  1834,  and  the  next  spring,  April  30,  it  weighed  2,02G  lbs., 
a  shrinkage  in  weight  of  28.0  per  cent.  In  other  words  100  tons 
of  sach  manure  would  be  reduced  to  less  than  7H  tons. 

The  heap  was  weighed  ag.iin,  August  23l1,  and  contained  1,994 
lbs.     It  was  again  weighed  Nov.  15,  and  contained  1,974  Iba. 
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The  following  table  shows  the  composition  of  the  heap  when 
first  put  up,  and  also  at  the  three  subsequent  periods : 

TABLE  SHOWIMa  COMPOSITION  OF  THE  WHOLE   HEAP  ;  FEESH  FARM-TAIID  MANt'KE 
(no.  I.;  EXPOSED— EXPItESSED  IN  LBS. 


W/ieii  put 
up  Nov. 
•3, 1S54. 


Airril    30. 
1855. 


Wciijbt  of  manure  ill  lbs 

Amt.  of  water  in  llie  manure 

Anit.  of  cli-y  matter  iu  tliu  manure 

Consisting  of — 

Soluble  or<janic  matter ( 

SoluDle  mineral  matter J 

Insoluble  organic  matter , 

Insoluble  mineral  matter (_ 

Containing  nitrogen 

Equal  to  ammonia 

Containing  nitrogen 

Equal  10  ammonia 

Total  amount  of  nitrogen  in  manure. 
Equal  to  ammonia . . 

Tlie  manure  contain^ ammonia  in 
free  state fT. 

Tlic  manure  contains  ammonia  in 
form  of  salts,  easily  decomposed  by 
quicklime 

Total  amount  of  or^ranic  matters... 

Total  amount  of  mineral  matters 


2,S38 

l,87~.n 
9G0.1 

70..3S 
4.3.71 
7.31.07 
114.94 


900.1 

4  2'2 

5.12 

14.01 

17.02 


18.23 
22.14 


.90 


2.40 
801.45 
15S.15 


2,026 

1.330.1 
GS9.9 

86.51 

.57.S8 
389.74 
155.77 


089.9 

0.07 

7.37 

12.07 

14.65 


18.14 
82.02 


.15 


1.71 
476.25 
213.05 


Ava.  23, 
1855. 


1,994 

1,. 505.3 

488.7 

5S.S3 

39.16 

243.22 

147.49 


48S.7 

3.76 

4.50 

9..38 

11.40 


13.14 
15.96 


.20 


302.05 
186.65 


Nm).  15, 
1855. 


1,974 

1,406  5 
507.5 

54.04 

36.89 

214.92 

201.65 


i;07.5 

3.65 
4..36 
9..38 
11.39 


1.3.03 
15.75 


.11 


.80 
208.96 
238.54 


"  It  will  be  remarked,"  says  Dr.  Voalcker,  "  that  in  the  first  ex- 
perimental period,  the  fermentation  of  the  dung,  as  might  have 
been  expected,  proceeded  most  rapidly,  but  that,  notwithstanding, 
very  little  nitrogen  was  dissipated  in  the  form  of  volatile  ammonia ; 
and  that  on  the  whole,  the  loss  which  the  manure  sustained  was 
inconsiderable  when  compared  with  the  enormous  waste  to  which 
it  was  subject  in  the  subsequent  warmer  and  more  rainy  seasons  of 
the  year.  Thus  we  find  at  the  end  of  April  very  nearly  the  same 
amount  of  nitrogen  which  is  contained  in  the  fresh ;  whereas,  at 
the  end  of  August,  27.9  per  cent  of  the  total  nitrogen,  or  nearly 
one-third  of  the  nitrogen  in  the  manure,  has  been  wasted  iu  one 
•way  or  the  other. 

"It  is  worthy  of  observation,"  continues  Dr.  Voelckcr,  "that, 
during  a  well-regulated  fermentation  of  dung,  the  loss  in 
intrinsically  valtiablc  constituents  is  inconsiderable,  and  that  iu 
such  a  preparatory  process  tlie  cjjiciaj  of  the  manure  becomes  gmitJi/ 
enhanced.    For  certain  purposes  fresh  dung  can  never   lake  the 
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place  of  well-rotted  duns^.  *  "-^  The  farmer  will,  therefore,  al- 
ways be  compelled  to  submit  a  portion  of  home-made  dung  to 
fermentation,  and  will  find  satisfaction  in  knowing  that  this  pro- 
cess, when  well  regulated,  is  not  attended  with  any  serious  de- 
preciation of  the  value  of  the  manure.  In  the  foregoing  analyses 
he  will  tind  the  direct  proof  that  as  long  as  heavy  showers  of  rain 
are  excluded  from  mauure-heaps,  or  the  manure  is  kept  in  water- 
proof pits,  the  most  valuable  fertilizing  matters  are  preserved." 

This  experiment  of  Dr.  Vcslckcr  proves  conclusively  that  manure 
can  be  kept  in  a  rapid  state  of  fermentation  for  six  months  during 
winter,  with  little  loss  of  nitrogen  or  other  fertilizing  matter. 

During  fermentation  a  portion  of  the  insoluble  matter  of  the 
dung  becomes  soluble,  and  if  the  manure  is  then  kept  in  a  heap 
exposed  to  rain,  there  is  a  great  loss  of  fertilizing  matter.  This  is 
precisely  what  we  should  expect.  We  ferment  manure  to  make  it 
more  readily  available  as  plant-food,  and  when  we  have  attained 
our  object,  the  manure  should  be  applied  to  the  laud.  We  keep 
winter  apples  in  the  cellar  until  they  get  ripe.  As  soon  as  they  are 
ripe,  they  should  be  eaten,  or  they  will  rapidly  decay.  This  is  well 
understood.  And  it  should  be  equally  well  known  that  manure, 
after  it  has  been  fermenting  in  a  heap  for  six  months,  cannot  safely 
bo  kept  for  another  six  months  exposed  to  the  weather. 

The  following  table  shows  the  composition  of  100  lbs.  of  the 
farm-yard  manure,  at  different  periods  of  the  year  : 

COMPOSITION   OF   100   LBS.    OF  FRESH   FAnM-YARD    MANUEE    (NO.   I.)   EXPOSED    IN 
NATURAL  STATE,  AT  BIPFERENT  PERIODS  OF  THE  TEAR. 


Whenpid 
vp.  Nov. 
.3,  1854. 


Feb.  14, 
1855. 


Apr.  30, 
1S55. 


.iur/.  2S 
1835. 


jVov.  15, 
1855. 


Water 

Soliil)le  organic  matter. . . 
Solul)lo  inorganic  matter. 
Insoluble  organic  matter. 
Insoluble  mineral  matter. 


00.17 
2.4S 
1.54 


60.S3 

3.80 
2.97 
18.44 
4.90 


05.95 
4.27 
2.80 

19.2.T 
7.09 


7r>.}9 
2.95 
1.97 

13.20 
7.39 


Containing  nitrogen 

Equal  (0  ammonia 

Oontaiiiing  nitrogen 

Eijiial  lo  ammonia 

Total  amount  of  nitrogen 

Equal  to  ammonia 

Ammonia  in  a  free  state 

Ammonia  in  form  of  salts  easily  de- 
composed by  quicklime 

Total  amt.  of  organic  matter 

Total  amt.  of  mineral  substances.. 


100.00 
27 

'.h 

.47 
.57 
.74 
.89 
.019 

.004 
22..S1) 
7.87 


100.00 
.30 
.30 
.,59 
.71 
.89 
1.07 
.008 

.085 
23.50 
10.55 


74.29 

2.74 

1.87 

10.89 

10.21 


100.00 
.19 
.23 
.47 
.()2  ! 
.no  ! 
.85 
.010, 

.038 
15.15 
0  30 


100.00 
.18 
.21 
.47 
.57 
.05 
.78 
.000 

.on 
13.(;3 
12.0s 


It  will  be  seen  that  two-thirds  of  the  fresh  manure  ig  water. 
After  fermenting  in  an  exposed  heap  for  six  months,  it  still  con- 
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tains  about  the  same  percentage  of  water.  When  kqot  in  the  heap 
until  August,  the  percentage  of  water  is  much  greater.  Of  four 
tons  of  such  manure,  three  tons  are  water. 

Of  Nitrogen,  the  most  valuable  ingredient  of  tlic  manure,  the 
fresh  clung,  contained  0.64  per  cent ;  after  fermenting  six  months,  it 
contained  0.89  per  cent.  Six  months  later,  it  contained  0.05  per 
cent,  or  about  the  same  amount  as  the  fresh  manure. 

Of  mineral  matter,  or  ash,  this  fresh  farm-j-ard  manure  con- 
tained 5.59  per  cent;  of  which  1.54  was  soluble  in  water,  and  4.05 
insoluble.  After  fermenting  in  the  heap  for  six  months,  the  ma- 
nure contained  10.55  per  cent  of  ash,  of  which  2. 80  was  soluble, 
and  7.09  insoluble.  Six  months  later,  the  soluble  ash  had  de- 
creased to  1.97  per  cent. 

The  following  table  shows  the  composition  of  the  manure,  r.t 
different  periods,  in  the  dry  state.  In  other  words,  supposing  all 
the  water  to  be  removed  from  the  manure,  its  composition  would 
be  as  follows : 

COMPOSITION  OF  FKESn  FAr.2I  TAED  MANURE  (NO.  I.)  EXPOSED.     CAlCXJliATED  DF.T. 


Soluble  organic  matter 

Soluble  inorganic  matter 

Insoluble  organic  matter 

.Insoluble  mineral  matter 

Containing  nitronjcn 

Equal  to  ammonia 

Containing  nitrogen 

Equal  to  ammonia 

Total  amount  of  nitrogen 

Equal  to  ammonia 

Ammonia  in  free  state 

Ammonia  in  form  of  salts  easily  decom 

posed  by  quicklime 

Total  amount  of  organic  matter 

Total  amount  of  mineral  substances  . 


Whenpid 

Feb. 

April 

Aug. 

Nov: 

vp,  A'ov. 

14, 

30, 

23, 

15, 

3,  1854. 

1855. 

1855. 

1855. 

1855. 

7.33 

12.79 

12..54 

12.04 

10.65 

4.55 

9.84 

8.39 

8.03 

7.27 

76.15 

61.12 

56.49 

49.77 

42.35 

11.97 

16.25 

22.58 

30.16 

39.73 

103.00 

100.00 

100.00 

ICO.OO 

100.00 

.44 

.91 

.88 

.77 

.72 

.53 

1.10 

1.00 

.03 

.88 

1.46 

1.55 

1.75 

1.92 

1.85 

1.7T 

1.88 

2.12 

2.33 

2.24 

1.00 

2.46 

2.63 

2.69 

2.57 

2.30 

2.98 

3.18 

3.26 

3.12 

.10 

.062 

.02;5 

.041 

.023 

.90 

.212 

.249 

.1.51 

.1,59 

83.48 

7.3.91 

69.03 

61.81 

53.00 

1G.52 

26.09 

30.97 

38.19 

47.00 

"  A  comparison  of  these  different  analyses,"  says  Dr.  Voekker, 
"  points  out  clearly  the  changes  which  fresh  farm-yard  manure  un- 
dergoes on  keeping  in  a  heap,  exposed  to  the  influence  of  the 
weather  during  a  period  of  twelve  months  and  twelve  days. 

"  1.  It  will  be  perceived  that  the  proportion  of  organic  matter 
steadily  diminishes  from  month  to  month,  until  the  original  pcr- 
centnge  of  organic  matter  in  the  dry  manure,  amounting  to  83.48 
per  cent,  becomes  reduced  to  53  per  cent. 

"2.  On  the  other  hand,  the  total  percentage  of  mineral  matter 
rises  as  steadily  as  that  of  the  organic  matter  falls. 
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"  3.  It  will  be  seen  that  the  loss  in  organic  matter  aflFects  the 
percentage  of  insoluble  oi'ganic  matters  more  than  the  percentage 
of  soluble  organic  substances. 

"  4.  The  percentage  of  soluble  organic  matters,  indeed,  increased 
considerably  during  the  first  experimental  period  ;  it  rose,  namel}^ 
from  7.33  per  cent  to  12.79  per  cent.  Examined  again  on  the  30th 
of  April,  very  nearly  the  same  percentage  of  soluble  organic  matter, 
as  on  February  the  14th,  was  found.  The  August  analysis  shows 
but  a  slight  decrease  in  the  percentage  of  soluble  organic  matters, 
while  there  is  a  decrease  of  2  per  cent  of  soluble  organic  matters 
when  the  November  analysis  is  compared  with  the  February  an- 
alysis. 

"  5.  The  soluble  mineral  matters  in  this  manure  rise  or  fall  in 
the  different  cxpei'imental  periods  in  the  same  order  as  the  soluble 
organic  matters.  Thus,  in  February,  9.84  per  cent  of  soluble 
mineral  matters  were  found,  whilst  the  manure  contained  only  4.55 
per  cent,  when  put  up  into  a  heap  in  November,  1854.  Gradually, 
however,  the  proportion  of  soluble  mineral  matters  again  dimin- 
ished, and  became  reduced  to  7.27  per  cent,  on  the  examination  of 
the  manure  in  November,  1855. 

"  6.  A  similar  regularity  will  be  observed  in  the  percentage  of 
nitrogen  contained  in  the  soluble  organic  matters. 

"  In  the  insoluble  organic  matters,  the  percentage  of  nitrogen 
regularly  increased  from  November,  1854,  up  to  the  23d  of  Au- 
gust, notwithstanding  the  rapid  diminution  of  the  percentage  of 
insoluble  organic  matter.  For  the  last  experimental  period,  the 
percentage  of  nitrogen  in  the  insoluble  matter  is  nearly  the  same 
as  on  August  23d. 

"  8.  With  respect  to  the  total  percentage  of  nitrogen  in  the  fresh 
manure,  examined  at  different  periods  of  the  year,  it  will  be  seen 
that  the  February  manure  contains  about  one-half  per  cent  more 
of  nitrogen  than  the  manure  in  a  perfectly  fresh  state.  On  the 
30th  of  April,  the  percentage  of  nitrogen  again  slightly  increased; 
on  August  23d,  it  remained  stationary,  and  had  sunk  but  very  lit- 
tle when  last  examined  on  the  15th  of  November,  1855. 

"  This  series  of  analyses  thus  shows  that  fresh  farm-yard  manure 
rapidly  becomes  more  soluble  in  water,  but  that  this  desirable 
change  is  realized  at  the  expense  of  a  large  proportion  of  organic 
matters.  It  likewise  proves,  in  an  unmistakable  manner,  that 
there  is  no  advantage  in  keeping  farm-yard  manure  for  too  long  a 
period  ;  for,  after  February,  neither  the  percentage  of  soluble  or- 
ganic, nor  that  of  soluble  mineral  matter,  has  become  greater. 
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and  the  percentage  of  nitrogen  in  the  manure  of  April  and  August 
is  only  a  very  little  higlier  than  in  February." 

"Before  you  go  any  further,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  answer  me 
this  question :  Suppose  I  take  five  tons  of  farm-yard  manure,  and  put 
it  in  a  heap  on  the  3d  of  November,  tell  me,  1st,  what  that  heap 
will  contain  when  first  made;  2d,  what  the  heap  will  contain 
April  30th  ;  and,  3d,  what  the  heap  will  contain  August  23d." 

Here  is  the  table : 


CONTENTS  or  A  HEAP  OF  MANUBB  AT  DIFFEEBNT  PERIODS,  EXPOSED  TO  BAIN,  ETC. 


Total  weight  of  manure  in  heap. 
Water  in  the  heap  of  manure. . 

Total  organic  matter 

Total  inorganic  matter 

Total  nitrogen  in  heap 

Total  soluble  organic  matter  — 
Total  insoluble  organic  matter . . 

Soluble  mineral  matter 

Insoluble  mineral  matter 

Nitrogen  in  soluble  matter 

Nitrogen  in  insoluble  matter 


When  put 

up,lSov. 
3. 

April  30. 

Aug.  23. 

10,000 

7,138 

7,025 

6,617 

4,707 

5..304 

2,824 

1,678 

1,054 

559 

753 

657 

64.3 

63.9 

46.3 

248 

305 

207 

2,576 

1,373 

857 

154 

204 

138 

405 

549 

519 

14.9 

21.4 

13.2 

49.4 

42.5 

33.1 

Nov.  15. 

~ij79&r^ 

5,167 

947 

840 
46.0 

190 

757 

130 

710 
12.9 
33.1 


The  Deacon  put  on  his  spectacles  and  studied  the  above  table 
carefully  for  some  time.  "  That  tells  the  whole  story,"  said  he, 
"  you  put  five  tons  of  fresh  manure  in  a  heap,  it  ferments  and  gets 
warm,  and  nearly  one  ton  of  water  is  driven  off  by  the  heat." 

"  Yes,"  said  the  Doctor,  "you  see  that  over  half  a  ton  (1,146  lbs.) 
of  dry  organic  matter  has  been  slowly  burnt  up  in  the  heap ;  giv- 
ing out  as  much  heat  as  half  a  ton  of  coal  burnt  in  a  stove.  But 
this  is  not  all.  The  manure  is  cooked,  and  steamed,  and  softened 
by  the  process.  The  organic  matter  burnt  up  is  of  no  value. 
There  is  little  or  no  loss  of  nitrogen.  The  heap  contained  64.3  lbs. 
of  nitrogen  when  put  up,  and  63.9  lbs.  after  fermenting  six  months. 
And  it  is  evident  that  the  manure  is  in  a  much  more  active  and 
available  condition  than  if  it  had  been  applied  to  the  land  in  the 
fresh  state.  There  was  14.9  lbs.  of  nitrogen  in  a  soluble  condition 
in  the  fresh  manure,  and  21.4  lbs.  in  the  fermented  manure.  And 
what  is  equally  important,  you  will  notice  that  there  is  154  lbs.  of 
soluble  ash  in  the  heap  of  fresh  manure,  and  204  lbs.  in  the  heap 
of  fermented  manure.  In  other  words,  50  lbs.  of  the  insoluble 
mineral  matter  had,  by  the  fermentation  of  the  manure,  been  ren- 
dered soluble,  and  consequently  immediately  available  as  plant- 
food.     This  is  a  very  important  fact." 

The  Doctor  is  right.  There  is  clearly  a  great  advantage  in  fcr- 
mcntin"-  manure,  provided  it  is  done  in  such  a  manner  as  to  pre- 
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vent  loss.  We  have  not  only  less  manure  to  draw  out  and  spread, 
but  tlie  plant-food  which  it  contains,  is  more  soluble  and  active. 
The  table  we  have  given  shows  that  there  is  little  or  no  loss  of 
valuable  constituents,  even  when  manure  is  fermented  in  the  open 
air  and  exposed  to  ordinary  rain  and  snows  during  an  English 
winter.  But  it  also  shows  that  when  the  manure  has  been  fer- 
mented for  six  months,  and  is  then  turned  and  left  exposed  to  the 
rain  of  spring  and  summer,  the  loss  is  very  considerable. 


The  five  tons  (10,000  lbs.,)  of  fresh  manure  placed  in  a  heap  on 
the  od  of  November,  are  reduced  to  7,138  lbs.  by  the  30th  of  April. 
Of  this  4,707  lbs.  is  water.  By  the  23d  of  August,  the  heap  is  re- 
duced to  7,025  lbs.,  of  which  5,304  lbs.  is  water.  There  is  nearly 
600  lbs.  more  water  in  the  heap  in  August  than  in  April. 

Of  total  nitrogen  in  the  heap,  there  is  64.3  lbs.  in  the  fresh 
manure,  63.9  lbs.  in  April,  and  only  46.3  lbs.  in  August.  This  is  a 
great  loss,  and  there  is  no  compensating  gain. 

We  have  seen  that,  when  five  tons  of  manure  is  fermented  for  six 
months,  in  winter,  the  nitrogen  in  the  soluble  organic  matter  is 
increased  from  14.9  lbs.  to  21.4  lbs.  This  is  a  decided  advantage. 
But  when  the  manure  is  kept  for  another  six  months,  this  soluble 
nitrogen  is  decreased  from  21.4  lbs.  to  13.2  lbs.  We  lose  over  8 
lbs.  of  the  most  active  and  available  nitrogen. 

And  the  same  remarks  will  apply  to  the  valuable  soluble  mineral 
matter.  In  the  five  tons  of  fresh  manure  there  is  154  lbs.  of  soluble 
mineral  matter.  By  fermenting  the  heap  six  months,  we  get  204 
lbs.,  but  by  keeping  the  manure  sis  months  longer,  the  soluble 
mineral  matter  is  reduced  to  138  lbs.  We  lose  66  lbs.  of  valu- 
able soluble  mineral  matter. 

By  fermenting  manure  for  six  months  in  winter,  we  greatly  im- 
prove its  condition;  by  keeping  it  six  months  longer,  we  lose 
largely  of  the  very  best  and  most  active  parts  of  the  manure. 
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CHAPTER    XV. 


KEEPING    MANURE    UNDER    COVER. 

Dr.  Vcelcker,  at  the  same  time  he  made  the  experiments  alluded 
to  in  the  preceding  chapter,  placed  another  heap  of  manure  under 
cover,  in  a  shed.  It  was  the  same  kind  of  manure,  and  Tvas  treated 
precisely  as  the  other— the  only  difference  beingthat  one  heap  was 
exposed  to  the  rain,  and  the  other  not.  The  following  table  gives 
the  results  of  the  weighings  of  the  heap  at  different  times,  and  also 
the  percentage  of  loss : 

MANURE    FERMENTED    UNDER    COVER    IN    SUED. 

TABLE  BHOWIKQ  THE  ACTUAL  -WEIGEINGS,  AND  PERCENTAGE  OF  LOSS  IN  WEIGUT, 

OF  EXrEniMENTAL  UEAP  (NO.  n.)  FRESH  PAKM-TARD  MANURE  UNDER 

SHED,  AT  DIFFEEENT  TERIOrS  OF  TUB  TEAR. 


Pat  np  on  the  3d  of  November,  1854 

Weig-ticd  on  the  3Uth  of  April,  1S55,  or  after  a  lapse 

of  6  months 

Weighed  on  the  '23d  of  August,  1855,  or  after  a  lapse 

of  9  months  and  20  da5's 

Weighed  on  the  15th  of  November,  1855,  or  after  n 

lapse  of  13  months  and  12  days 


^ytir|^ll 

Lost!  in 

"f 

original 

Manure 

weinhl 

ill  Lbs. 

in  Lbs. 

Percfnt- 
urje  of 
Loss. 


3,2o8 

1,613 

1,C45 

50.4 

1,297 

1,961 

60.0 

1,835 

2,023 

62.1 

It  will  be  seen  that  100  tons  of  manure,  kept  in  a  heap  under 
cover  for  six  months,  would  be  reduced  to  49.G-tO  tons.  "Whereas, 
when  the  same  manure  was  fermented  for  the  same  length  of  time 
in  the  open  air,  the  100  tons  was  reduced  to  only  71.4-10  tons. 
The  difference  is  due  principally  to  the  fact  that  the  heap  exposed 
contained  more  water,  derived  from  rain  and  snow,  than  the  heap 
kept  under  cover.  This,  of  course,  is  what  wc  should  expect. 
Let  us  look  at  the  results  of  Dr.  Voelcker's  analyses : 


CO 


TALKS    ON   ArANURES. 


TABLE  SHOWING  THE  COMPOSITION  OP  BXPERIMENTAl,  HEAP  (NO.  II.)  FRESH  FABM- 

TABD  MANURE  UNDER  SHED,  IN  NATURAL  STATE  AT  DUTEKENT 

PERIODS  OF  THE  TEAR. 


Wlienput 
up.  Nov. 
3, 1854. 


Feb.  14, 
1855. 


A^jr.  30, 

1855. 


1855. 


iVoy.  15, 
1855. 


Water 

♦Soluble  organic  matter 

Soluble  inorganic  matter 

tinsoliible  organic  matter 

Insoluble  mineral  matter 

♦Containing  nitrogen 

Equal  to  ammonia 

tContaining  nitrogen 

Equal  to  ammonia 

Total  amount  of  nitrogen 

Equal  to  ammonia 

Ammonia  in  free  state 

Ammonia  in  form  of  salts  easily  de 

composed  by  quicklime 

Total  amount  of  oriianie  matter 

Total  amount  of  mineral  substance . 


60.17 

67.32 

56.89 

43.43 

41.66 

l'.4S 

2.63 

4.63 

4.13 

5.37 

1.54 

2.12 

3.38 

3.05 

4,43 

25  76 

20.46 

25.43 

26.01 

27.69 

4.05 

7.47 

9.67 

23.38 

20.85 

100.00 

ICO.OO 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

.149 

.17 

.27 

.26 

.42 

.181 

.20 

.32 

.31 

.51 

.494 

.53 

.92 

1.01 

1.09 

..599 

.70 

1.11 

1.23 

1..31 

.613 

.75 

1.19 

1.27 

1.51 

.780 

.90 

1.43 

1.51 

].82 

.034 

.022 

.055 

.015 

.019 

.083 

.0.54 

.101 

.103 

.146 

28.24 

23.09 

30.06 

30.14 

33.06 

5.59 

9.59 

13.05 

26.43 

25.23 

TABLE  SHOWING  THE  COMPOSITION  OP  EXPERIMENTAL  HEAP  (NO.  II.)  FRESH  FARM- 
YARD MANURE  UNDER  SHED,  CALCULATED  DRY,  AT  DIFFERENT 
PERIODS  OP  THE  TEAK. 


Whe}i  jmt 
tip,  Nov. 
3,  1854. 


Feb.  14, 
1855. 


Apr.  30. 
1855. 


Avcf.  23, 
1855. 


Nov.  15, 
1855. 


♦Soluble  organic  matter.. 
Soluble  inorganic  matter., 
tinsoluble  organic  matter. 
Insoluble  mineral  matter. . 


7.33 

4..55 
76.15 
11.97 


8.04  I     10.74 

6.48  7.84 

62.60  58.99 

22.88  22.43 


7.30 

5.39 

45.97 

41.34 


9.-40 
7.59 
47.-I6 
35.75 


100.00        100.00   1  100.00   I  100.00      100.00 


♦Containing  nitrogen 

Equal  to  ammonia 

tContaining  nitrogen 

Equal  to  ammonia 

Total  amount  of  nitrogen 

Equal  to  ammonia 

Ammonia  in  free  state 

Ammonia  in  form  of  salts,  easily  de 

composed  by  quicklime 

Total  amount  of  organic  matter 

Total  amount  of  mineral  substance  . 


.44 
..53 
1.46 
1.77 
1.90 
2..30 
.10 

.26 
83.48 
16.. 52 


..53 

.63 

.46 

.m 

.71) 

..5;i 

1.-7 

2.14 

1.7S 

2.14 

2.59 

2.16 

2.30 

2.77 

2.21 

2.80 

3.35 

2.72 

.037 

.127 

.026 

.165 

.234 

.182 

70.64 

69.73 

53.27 

29.30 

30  27 

46.73 

.7,^ 
.83 
1.88 
2  20 
2.60 
3.08 
.032 

.2.50 

56.66 

43.31 


The  above  analyses  are  of  value  to  those  who  buy  fresh  and  fer- 
mented manure.  They  can  form  some  idea  of  what  they  arc  get- 
ting. If  they  buy  a  ton  of  fresh  manure  in  November,  they  get 
13|  lbs.  of  nitrogen,  and  oOj  Ib.s.  of  soluble  mineral  matter.     If 
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they  buy  a  ton  of  the  same  manure  that  has  been  kept  nncler  cover 
until  February,  they  get,  nitrogen,  15  lbs. ;  soluble  minerals,  42i- 
lbs.  In  April,  they  get,  nitrogen,  23|  lbs. ;  soluble  minerals,  07^ 
lbs.  In  August,  they  get,  nitrogen,  25^  lbs.  ;  soluble  minerals,  61 
lbs.  In  November,  when  the  manure  is  over  one  year  old,  they 
get,  in  a  ton,  nitrogen,  30^  lbs.  ;  soluble  minerals,  88i^  lbs. 

When  manure  has  not  been  exposed,  it  is  clear  that  a  purchaser 
can  afford  to  pay  considerably  more  for  a  ton  of  rotted  manure 
than  for  a  ton  of  fresh  manure.  But  waiving  this  point  for  the 
present,  let  us  see  how  the  matter  stands  with  the  farmer  who 
makes  and  uses  the  manure.  What  does  he  gain  by  keeping  and 
fermenting  the  manure  under  cover  ? 

The  following  table  shows  the  weight  and  composition  of  the 
entire  heap  of  manure,  kept  under  cover,  at  different  times  : 

TABLE  SHOWING   C:MP0SITI0N   O"'   ENTIRE  EXPEKIMENTAL  HEAP  (NO.  II.)  Fr.ESH 
FAEJI-TARD  IIANUKE,   UNDEK  SHED. 


Weight  of  manure 

Anioimt  of  water  in  the  manure 

Amount  of  dry  matter 

♦Consisting  of  soluble  organic  matter. . . 

Soluble  mineral  matter 

ilnsohiblc  organic  matter 

Insoluble  mineral  matter 

♦Containing  nitrogen 

Equal  to  ammonia 

+Containing  nitrogen 

Equal  to  ammonia ... 

Total  amount  of  nitrogen  in  manure 

Equal  to  ammonia     

The  manure  contains  ammonia  in  free 
state 

The  manure  contains  ammonia  in  form 
of  salts,  easily  decomposed  by  quick- 
lime  

Total  amount  of  organic  matter 

Total  amount  of  mineral  matter 


^vNof^P^'^  30,|  Aug.  23,  [  Nov.  15, 

q    1RIU  "'*'^"  "^^^^  ""'"" 


1.258. 


153. 

,102. 
80.77 
50.14 

B.30.17 

131.92 


1,10:7. 


4.S3 
5.8!"i 
16.00 
10. 5-^ 
20.ra 
25.40 

1.10 


1855. 


1855. 


1,613. 


917.6 
695.4 
74.63 
54.51 
410.24 
155.97 

695.4 

4.38 
5.33 

14.80 
17.4G 
1926 
22.79 


lbs. 
1,297. 


B)s. 
1,2:^5. 


5G3.2 
7.33.8 
53.50 
39..^5 
3.37.32 
303.37 

733.8 

3.46 

4.20 
13.C8 
15.8S 
16.51 
20.03 


.19 


514.5 
720.5 
66.28 
54.68 
341.97 
257.57 

720.5 

5.25 
6.37 
13..54 
16.44 

18.79 
22.81 

.23 


2  86 

1.62 

1.33 

1.80 

910.94 

484.93 

390.83 

403.25 

1G2.06 

210.48 

342.92 

312.35 

This  is  the  table,  as  given  by  Dr.  Yoelcker.  For  tlie  sake  of 
comparison,  we  will  figure  out  what  the  changes  would  be  in  a 
heap  of  five  tons  (10,000  lbs.)  of  manure,  when  fermented  under 
cover,  precisely  in  the  same  way  as  we  did  Avitli  the  heap  fer- 
mented in  the  open  air,  exposed  Vj  the  rain.  The  followiii^^  i:i  the 
tabic : 
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CONTENTS  OF  A  HEAP  OP  MANURE  AT  DIFFEKENT  PEKIODS 

COVER. 


rSRlIENTZD   UNDER 


When  put 
up,  Aao.S. 

April  30. 

Aug.  23. 

Nov.  15. 

Total  weight  of  manure  in  heap 

Water  in  the  heap  of  manure 

Total  orgauic  matter 

Total  inorganic  matter 

as. 

10,000 
0.017 
2.'824 
559 
C1.3 
248 
2,570 
154 
405 
14.9 
49.4 
3.283 

as. 

4,960 

2,822 

1,490 

046 

59 

230 

1,269 

107 

479 

13.4 

45.6 

2,038 

as. 

4,000 
1.737 
1,205 
1,057 
50.8 
165 
1,040 
122 
935 
10.4 
40.4 
2,263 

as. 

3,790 
1,579 
1,253 

958 
57.2 

203.5 
1,049 

168 

790 

Total  nitrogen  in  heap 

Total  soluble  organic  matter 

Insoluble  organic  matter 

Soluble  mineral  matter 

Insoluble  mineral  matter 

Nitrogen  in  soluble  matter 

15.9 

Nitrogen  in  insoluble  matter 

41.3 

Total  dry  matter  in  heap 

2,211 

It  will  be  seen  that  the  heap  of  manure  kept  under  cover  con- 
tained, on  the  30th  of  April,  less  soluble  organic  matter,  less  soluble 
mineral  matter,  less  soluble  nitrogenous  matter,  and  lcs3  total  ni- 
trogen than  the  Iieap  of  manure  exposed  to  the  weather.  This  is 
precisely  what  I  should  have  expected.  The  heap  of  manure  in 
the  shed  probably  fermented  more  rapidly  than  the  heap  out  of 
doors,  and  there  was  not  water  enough  in  the  manure  to  retain 
the  carbonate  of  ammonia,  or  to  favor  the  production  of  organic 
acids.  T7ie  heap  icas  too  dry.  If  it  could  have  received  enough  of 
the  liquid  from  the  stables  to  have  kept  it  moderately  moist,  the 
result  would  have  been  very  different. 

We  will  postpone  further  consideration  of  this  point  at  present, 
and  look  at  the  results  of  another  of  Dr.  Yoelcker's  interesting 
experiments. 

Dr.  Ycelcker  wished  to  ascertain  the  effect  of  three  common 
methods  of  managing  manure : 

1st.  Keeping  it  iu  a /icff^  in  the  open  air  in  the  bnrn-yard,  or 
field. 

2d.  Keeping  it  in  a  heap  under  coyer  in  a  shed. 

3d.  Keeping  it  spread  out  over  the  barn-yard. 

"  You  say  these  are  common  methods  of  managing  manure," 
remarked  the  Deacon,  "  but  I  never  knew  any  one  in  this  country 
take  the  trouble  to  spread  manure  over  the  yard." 

"  Perhaps  not,"  I  replied,  "  but  you  have  known  a  good  many 
farmers  who  adopt  this  very  method  of  keeping  their  manure. 
They  do  not  spread  it — but  they  let  it  lie  spread  out  over  the 
yards,  just  wberever  it  happens  to  be." 

Let  us  see  wdiat  the  effect  of  this  treatment  is  on  the  comiiosi- 
tion  and  value  of  the  manure. 

We  have  examined  the  effect  of  keeping  manure  in  a  heap  in 
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the  open  air,  and  also  of  keeping  it  ia  a  heap  under  cover.  Now 
let  us  see  how  these  methods  compare  with  the  praciice  of  leav- 
ing it  exposed  to  the  rains,  spread  out  in  the  yard. 

On  the  3rd  of  November,  1854,  Dr.  Voelcker  weighed  out  1,653 
lbs.  of  manure  similar  to  that  used  in  the  preceding  cxperimeuts, 
and  spread  it  out  in  the  yard.  It  was  weighed  April  oO,  and  again 
August  23,  and  November  15. 

The  following  table  gives  the  actual  weight  of  the  manure  at 
the  different  periods,  also  the  actual  amount  of  the  water,  organic 
matter,  ash,  nitrogen,  etc.  : 

TABLS   SHOWING   THE    WEIGHT   AND    COMPOSITION  OF   ENTIKE  MASS    OF   EXPEni- 

MENTAL  MANURE   (NO.   III.),  FRESH  FARM-TAF.D  MANUKE,  SPEEAD  IN  OPEN 

YARD  AT  DIFFERENT  PERIODS  OF  THE  TEAR.     IN  NATURAL,  STATE. 


Weight  of  manure 

Amount  of  water  in  the  manure 

Amount  of  dry  matter 

♦Consistinj:^  of  soluble  organic  matter. . , 

Solul)le  mineral  matter , 

tlnsoluble  organic  matter 

Insoluble  mineral  matter , 


55'J.OD 


♦Containinfi:  nitrogen 

Equal  to  ammonia 

tContaining  nitrogen 

Equal  to  ammonia 

Total  amount  of  nitrogen  in  manure |         9. 

Equal  to  ammonia ]        H. 

The  manure  contains  ammonia  in  freel 
state I 

The  manure  cantains  ammonia  in  form 
of  salts,  easily  decomposed  by  quick- 
lime   1 

Total  amount  of  organic  matter |      4fi6 

Total  anount  of  mineral  matter i       92, 


2S 

OS 

21 

.51 

49   I 

52 

.53 


lApril  30, 

Aug.  23, 

Nov.  15, 

18j5. 

1S55. 

1855. 

B)s. 

tts. 

lbs. 

1,429. 

1,012. 

950. 

1.140. 

709.3 

622.8 

285.5 

302.7 

327.2 

16.. 55 

4.i)6 

3.95 

14.41 

6.47 

5..52 

163.7!) 

100.81 

04.45 

90.75 

184.46 

22:3.28 

2S5.50 

302.70 

327.20 

1.19 

.60 

.32 

1.44 

.73 

.39 

1         6.51 

3..54 

3.. 56 

1          7.90 

4.29 

4.25 

7.70 

4.14 

3.88 

9.34 

5.03 

4.64 

.14 

.13 

.0055 

.62 

.55 

.28 

1^0.31 

111.77 

08.10 

105.16 

190.93 

228.80 

"One  moment,"  said  the  Deacon.  "These  tables  are  a  little 
confusing.  The  table  you  have  just  given  shows  the  actual  wciglit 
of  the  manure  in  the  heap,  and  what  it  contained  at  different 
periods."— "Yes,"  said  I,  "and  the  table  following  shows  wluit 
100  lbs.  of  this  manure,  spread  out  in  the  yard,  contained  at  tiie 
different  dates  mentioned.  It  shows  how  greatly  manure  deterio- 
rates by  being  exposed  to  rain,  spread  out  on  the  surface  of  the 
yard.    The  table  merits  careful  study." 
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TABLE  SHOWING  COMPOSITION  OF  EXPERIMENTAL  HEAP  (NO.  III.),  FKESH  FARM- 

TABD  MANURE,    SPREAD  IN  OP£N  TARD,   AT  DIFFERENT  PERIODS 

OF  THE  TEAK.      IN  NATURAL  STATE. 


Water 

♦Soluble  organic  matter 

Soluble  inorganic  matter 

tinsoluble  organic  matter 

Insoluble  mineral  matter 

*Containing  nitrogen 

Equal  to  ammonia 

■f-Containing  nitrogen 

Equal  to  ammonia 

Total  amount  of  nitrogen 

Equal  to  ammonia 

Ammonia  in  free  state 

Ammonia  in  form  of  salts,  easily  decom 

posed  by  quicklime 

Total  amount  of  organic  matter 

Total  amount  of  mineral  substance..* . . , 


up,  i\ov 
3,  1854. 


60. 17 
2.48 
1.54 

25.76 
4.05 

100.00 

.149 
.181 
.494 
.599 
.643 
.789 
.034 

.0S8 

28. -24 

5.59 


April  30, 

Aug.  23, 

AV«.  15, 

1855. 

1855. 

1855. 

80.02 

70.09 

65.56 

1.16 

.49 

.42 

1.01 

.64 

.57 

11.46 

lO.SG 

9.94 

6.35 

18.22 

23.51 

100.00 

100.03 

100.00 

.08 

.06 

.03 

..,•9 

.07 

.036 

.45 

..% 

.36 

.54 

.42 

.46 

.53 

.41 

.39 

.63 

.40 

Ar.Ci 

.010 

.012 

.0006 

.045 

.051 

.030 

12.62 

11.05 

10..36 

7.S6 

18.86 

24.08 

The  following  table  shows  the  composition  of  the  manure,  cal- 
culated dry : 

TABLE   SHOWING  COMPOSITION  OF  EXPERIMENTAL  HEAP  (NO.  m.),  FRESH  FARM- 
YARD MANURE,    SPREAD  IN  OPEN  TARD,   AT  DIFFERENT  PBKIODS 
OF  THE  TEAR.      CALCULATED  DRY. 


*Solublc  organic  matter  

Soluble  inorganic  matter 

•f-Insoluble  organic  matter 

Insoluble  mineral  matter 

♦Containing  nitrogen 

Equal  to  ammonia 

•IContaiuing  nitrogen 

Equal  to  ammonia 

Total  amount  of  nitrogen 

Equal  to  ammonia 

Ammonia  in  free  state 

Ammonia  in  form  of  salts,  easily  decom 

posed  by  quicklime 

Total  amount  of  organic  matter 

Total  amount  of  mineral  substance 


nnenpia 
up,  Nov. 
3,  1854. 

April  30, 
1655. 

Auci.  23, 
1855. 

Nov.  15, 
1855. 

7.33 

5.80 

1.64 

1.21 

4.55 

5.05 

2.14 

1.C9 

76.15 

57.S7 

■  35.30 

20.86 

11.97 

31.';8 

CO.  92 

60.24 

100.00 

lOO.CO 

100.00 

100.03 

.44 

.42 

.^0 

.10 

.53 

.51 

.24 

.12 

1.46 

2.28 

1.17 

1.09 

1.77 

3.70 

1.41 

1.32 

1.99 

2.70 

1.37 

1.19 

2..30 

3.27 

1.C5 

1.44 

.10 

.05 

.010 

.0017 

.26 

.225 

.171 

.on7 

a3.!8 

63.17 

3^.94 

30.07 

16.52 

30.83 

63.06 

09.93 

I  Lave  made  out  the  following  table,  showing  what  would  be 
the  changes  in  a  heap  of  5  tons  (10,000  lbs.)  of  manure,  spread  out 
in  the  yard,  so  that  we  can  readily  see  the  elleet  of  tliis  method  of 
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management  as  compared  with  the  other  two  methods  of  keepiug 
the  manure  in  compact  heaps,  one  exposed,  the  other  under  cover. 
The  following  is  the  table  : 

CONTENTS  OP  THE  MASS  OF  MANURE,  SPKEAD  OUT  IN  FAKM-TAKD,  AND  EXPOSED 
TO  BAIN,  ETC. 


Total  weight  of  manure 

Water  in  the  manure 

Total  organic  matter 

Total  iuorgauic  matter 

Totil  nitrogen  in  manure 

Total  soluble  organic  matter 

Insoluble  orsranic  matter 

Soluble  mineral  matter 

Insoluble  mineral  matter 

Nitrogen  in  soluble  matter. . 
Nitrogen  in  insoluble  matter 


When  spread 
out,  Aav.  3. 

E)8. 

ApHl  30. 

Aug.  23. 

A'ov.  15. 

fi)8. 

B>s. 

tt)S. 

10.000 

8,050 

6,1:^0 

5,750 

6,(il7 

6,922 

4,597 

3,';71 

2,824 

1,092 

677 

.595 

559 

636 

1,155 

1,384 

64.3 

45.9 

25 

22.4 

248 

100 

30 

24 

2,576 

992 

647 

571 

154 

87 

39 

33 

405 

549 

1,116 

1,351 

14.9 

6.9 

3.6 

1.7 

49.4 

39 

21.4 

20.7 

It  is  not  necessary  to  make  many  remarks  on  this  table.  The 
facts  speak  for  themselves.  It  will  be  seen  that  there  is  consid- 
erable loss  even  by  letting  the  manure  lie  spread  out  until  spring ; 
but,  serious  as  this  loss  is,  it  is  small  compared  to  the  loss  sus- 
tained by  allowing  the  manure  to  lie  exposed  in  the  yard  during 
the  summer. 

In  the  five  tons  of  fresh  manure,  we  have,  November  3,  64.3 
Ihs.  of  nitrogen  ;  April  30,  we  have  46  lbs.  ;  August  23,  only  25 
lbs.  This  is  a  great  loss  of  the  most  valuable  constituent  of  the 
manure.  Of  soluble  mineral  matter,  the  next  most  valuable  ingre- 
dient, we  have  in  the  five  tons  of  fresh  manure,  November  3,  154 
lbs. ;  April  30,  87  lbs.  ;  and  August  23,  only  39  lbs.  Of  soluble 
nitrogen,  the  most  active  and  valuable  part  of  the  manure,  we 
have,  November  3,  nearly  15  lbs.  ;  April  30,  not  quite  7  lbs.  ; 
August  23,  3i  lbs. ;  and  November  15,  not  quite  If  lbs. 


Dr.  Vcelcker  made  still  another  experiment.  He  took  1,613 
l!)s.  of  well-rotted  dung  (mixed  manure  from  horses,  cows,  and 
pigs,)  and  kept  it  in  a  heap,  exposed  to  the  weather,  from  Decem- 
ber 5  to  April  30,  August  23,  and  November  15,  weighing  it  and 
analyzing  it  at  these  different  dates.  I  think  it  is  not  necessary  to 
give  the  results  in  detail.  From  the  5th  of  December  to  the  30th 
of  April,  there  was  no  loss  of  nitrogen  in  the  heap,  and  compar- 
atively little  loss  of  soluble  mineral  matters  ;  but  from  April  30  to 
August  23,  there  was  considerable  loss  in  both  tiiese  valuable  iu- 
grcdicnts,  which  were  washed  out  of  the  heap  by  rain. 
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Dr.  Voelcker  draws  ths  following  conclusions  from  his  experi- 
ments : 

"  Having  describeil  at  length  my  experiments  with  farm -yard 
manure,"  he  says,  "  it  may  not  be  amiss  to  state  briefly  the  more 
prominent  and  practically  interesting  points  which  have  been 
developed  in  the  course  of  this  investigation.  I  would,  therefore, 
observe : 

"  1.  Perfectly  fresh  farm-yard  manure  contains  but  a  small  pro- 
portion of  free  ammonia. 

"  2.  The  nitrogen  in  fresh  dung  exists  principally  in  the  state  of 
insoluble  nitrogenized  matters. 

"  3.  The  soluble  organic  and  mineral  constituents  of  dung  are 
much  more  valuable  fertilizers  than  the  insoluble.  Particular 
care,  therefore,  should  be  bestowed  upon  the  preservation  of  the 
liquid  excrements  of  animals,  and  for  the  same  reason  the  manure 
should  be  kept  in  perfectly  water- proof  pits  of  sufficient  capacity 
to  render  the  setting  up  of  dung-heaps  in  the  corner  of  fields,  as 
mueh  as  it  is  possible,  unnecessary. 

"4.  Farm-yard  manure,  even  in  quite  a  fresh  state,  contains 
phosphate  of  lime,  which  is  much  more  soluble  than  has  hitherto 
been  suspected. 

"  5.  The  urine  of  the  horse,  cow,  and  pig,  does  not  contain  any 
appreciable  quantity  of  phosphate  of  lime,  whilst  the  drainings  of 
dung-heaps  contain  considerable  quantities  of  this  valuable  fer- 
tilizer. The  drainings  of  dung-heaps,  partly  for  this  reason,  are 
more  valuable  than  the  urine  of  our  domestic  animals,  and,  there- 
fore, ought  to  be  prevented  by  all  available  means  from  running 
to  waste. 

"  6.  The  most  effectual  moans  of  preventing  loss  in  fertilizing 
matters  is  to  cart  the  manure  directly  on  the  field  whenever  cir- 
cumstances allow  this  to  be  done. 

"7.  On  all  soils  with  a  moderate  proportion  of  clay,  no  fear 
need  to  be  entertained  of  valuable  fertilizing  substances  becoming 
wasted  if  the  manure  cannot  be  plowed  in  at  once.  Fresh,  and 
even  well-rotten,  dung  contains  very  little  free  ammonia ;  and 
since  active  fenneutation,  and  with  it  the  further  evolution  of 
free  ammonia,  is  stopped  by  spreading  out  the  manure  on  the 
field,  valuable  volatile  manuring  matters  can  not  escape  into  the 
air  by  adopting  this  plan. 

"  As  all  soils  witli  a  moderate  proportion  of  clay  possess  in  a 
remarkable  degree  the  power  of  absorbing  and  retaining  manuring 
matters,  none  of  the  saline  and  soluble  organic  constituents  arc 
wasted  even  by  a  heavy  fall  of  rain.     It  may,  indeed,  be  questioned 
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whether  it  is  more  advisable  to  plow  ia  the  manure  at  once,  or 
to  let  it  lie  for  some  time  on  the  surface,  and  to  fjive  the  rain  full 
opportunity  to  wash  it  into  the  soil. 

"  It  appears  to  me  a  matter  of  the  greatest  importance  to  regulate 
the  application  of  manure  to  our  fields,  so  that  its  constituents 
may  become  properly  diluted  and  uniformly  distributed  amongst 
a  large  mass  of  soil.  By  plowing  in  the  manure  at  once,  it  ap- 
pears to  me,  this  desirable  end  can  not  bo  reached  so  perfectly  as 
by  allowing  the  rain  to  wash  in  gradually  the  manure  evenly 
spread  on  the  surface  of  the  field. 

"  By  adopting  such  a  course,  in  case  practical  experience  should 
confirm  my  theoretical  reasoning,  the  objection  could  no  longer  be 
maintained  that  the  land  is  not  ready  for  carting  manure  upon  it. 
I  am  inclined  to  recommend,  as  a  general  rule :  Cart  the  manure 
on  the  field,  spread  it  at  once,  and  v/ait  for"  a  favorable  opportu- 
nity to  plow  it  in.  In  the  case  of  clay  soils,  I  have  no  hesitation 
to  say  the  manure  may  be  spread  even  sis  months  before  it'  is 
plowed  in,  without  losing  any  appreciable  quantity  in  manuring 
matter. 

"  I  am  perfectly  aware,  tliat  on  stiff  clay  laud,  farm-yard  ma- 
nure, more  especially  long  dung,  when  plowed  in  before  the 
frost  sets  in,  esercises  a  most  beneficial  action  by  keeping  the 
soil  loose,  and  admitting  the  free  access  of  frost,  v/hich  pulverizes 
the  land,  and  would,  therefore,  by  no  means  recommend  to  leave 
the  manure  spread  on  the  surface  without  plowing  it  in.  All  I 
wish  to  enforce  is,  that  when  no  other  choice  is  left  but  cither  to 
set  up  the  manure  in  a  heap  in  a  corner  of  the  field,  or  to  spread 
it  on  the  field,  without  plowing  it  in  directly,  to  adopt  the  latter 
plan.  In  the  case  of  very  light  sandy  soils,  it  may  perhaps  not 
be  advisable  to  spread  out  the  manure  a  long  time  before  it  is 
plowed  in,  since  such  soils  do  not  possess  tlie  power  of  retaining 
manuring  matters  iu  any  marked  degree.  On  light  sandy  soils,  I 
would  suggest  to  manure  with  well-fermcuted  dung,  shortly  before 
the  crop  intended  to  be  grown  is  sown. 

"  8.  Well-rotten  dung  contains,  likewise,  little  free  ammonia, 
but  a  very  much  larger  proportion  of  soluble  organic  and  saline 
mineral  matters  than  fresli  manure. 

"0.  Rotten  dung  is  richer  in  nitrogen  th.an  fresh. 

"  10.  Weiglit  for  weiglit,  rotten  dnng  is  more  valuable  than 
fresh. 

"  11.  In  the  fermentation  of  dung,  a  very  consideral)le  projior- 
tion  of  the  organic  matters  in  fresh  manure  is  dissipated  into  the 
air  in  the  form  of  carbonic  acid  and  other  gases. 
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"  12.  Proparly  regulated,  however,  the  fermentation  of  clung  is 
not  attended  with  any  great  loss  of  nitrogen,  nor  of  saline  mineral 
matters. 

"  13.  During  the  fermentation  of  dung,  ulmic,  humic,  and  other 
organic  acids  are  formed,  as  well  as  gypsum,  which  fix  the  am- 
monia generated  in  the  decomposition  of  the  nitrogenized  con- 
stituents of  dung. 

"  14.  During  the  fermentation  of  dung,  the  phosphate  of  lime 
which  it  contains  is  rendered  more  soluble  than  in  fresh  manure. 

"  15.  In  the  interior  and  heated  portions  of  manure-heaps,  am- 
monia is  given  off;  but,  on  passing  into  the  external  and  cold  lay- 
ers of  dung-heaps,  the  free  ammonia  is  retained  in  the  heap. 

"  16.  Ammonia  is  not  given  off  from  the  surface  of  well-com- 
pressed dung-heaps,  but  on  turning  manure-heaps,  it  is  wasted  in 
appreciable  quantities.  Dung-heaps,  for  this  reason,  should  not 
be  turned  more  frequently  than  absolutely  necessary. 

"  1?.  JSTo  advantage  appears  to  result  from  carrying  on  the  fer- 
mentation of  dung  too  far,  but  every  disadvantage. 

"  13.  Farm-yard  manure  becomes  deteriorated  in  value,  when 
kept  in  heaps  cxi)osed  to  the  weather,  the  more  the  longer  it  is 
kept. 

"  19.  The  Iocs  in  manuring  matters,  ■which  is  incurred  m  keep- 
ing manure-heaps  exposed  to  the  weather,  is  not  so  much  due  to 
the  volatilization  of  ammonia  as  to  the  removal  of  ammoniacal 
salts,  soluble  nitrogenized  organic  matters,  and  valuable  mineral 
matters,  by  the  rain  which  falls  in  the  period  during  which  the 
manure  is  kept. 

"  20.  If  rain  is  excluded  from  dung-heaps,  or  little  rain  falls  at 
a  time,  the  loss  in  ammonia  is  trifling,  and  no  salme  matters,  of 
course,  are  removed ;  but,  if  much  rain  falls,  especially  if  it  de- 
scends in  heavy  showers  upon  the  dung-heap,  a  serious  loss  in 
ammonia,  soluble  organic  matter,  phosphate  of  lime,  and  salts  of 
potash  is  incurred,  and  the  manure  becomes  rapidly  deteriorated 
in  value,  whilst  at  the  same  time  it  is  diminished  in  weight. 

"  21.  "Well-rotten  dung  is  more  readily  affected  by  the  deteriorat- 
ing influence  of  rain  than  fresh  manure. 

"  22.  Practically  speaking,  all  the  essentially  valuable  manuring 
constituents  are  preserved  by  keeping  farm-yard  manure  under 
cover. 

"  23.  If  the  animals  have  been  supplied  with  plenty  of  litter, 
fresh  dung  contains  an  insufficient  quantit}^  of  water  to  induce  an 
active  fermentation.     In  this  case,  fresh  dung  can  not  be  properly 
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fermented  undei*  cover,  except  water  or  liquid  manure  is  pum\)ed 
over  the  heap  from  time  to  time. 

"  Where  much  straw  is  used  in  the  manufacture  of  dung,  and 
no  provision  is  made  to  supply  the  manure  in  the  pit  at  any  time 
with  the  requisite  amount  of  moisture,  it  may  not  be  advisable  to 
put  up  a  roof  over  the  dung-pit.  On  the  other  hand,  on  farms 
where  there  is  a  deSciency  of  straw,  so  that  the  moisture  of  the 
excrements  of  our  domestic  animals  is  barely  absorbed  by  the  lit- 
ter, the  advantage  of  erecting  a  roof  over  the  dung-pit  vs'ill  be 
found  very  great. 

"  34.  The  worst  method  of  making  manure  is  to  produce  it  by 
animals  kept  in  open  yards,  since  a  large  proportion  of  valuable 
fertilizing  matters  is  wasted  in  a  short  time  ;  and  after  a  lapse  of 
twelve  months,  at  least  two-thirds  of  the  substance  of  the  manure 
is  wasted,  and  only  one-third,  inferior  in  quality  to  an  equal 
weight  of  fresh  dung,  is  left  behind. 

"  25.  The  most  rational  plan  of  keeping  manure  in  heaps  ap- 
pears to  me  that  adopted  by  Mr.  Lawrence,  of  Cirencester,  and 
described  by  him  at  length  in  Morton's  '  Cyclopaedia  of  Agricul' 
ture,'  under  the  head  of  '  Manure.'  " 


CHAPTER      XVI. 

AN    ENGLISH    TLAN    OF    KEEPING    MANURE. 

"  I  would  like  to  know,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  how  Mr.  Lawrence 
manages  his  manure,  especially  as  his  method  has  received  such 
high  commendation." 

Charley  got  the  second  volume  of  "Morton's  Cyclopaedia  of  Agri- 
culture," from  the  book  shelves,  and  turned  to  the  article  on 
"Manure."  He  found  that  Mr.  Lawrence  adopted  the  "Box 
System"  of  feeding  cattle,  and  used  cut  or  chaffed  straw  for  bedcling. 
And  Mr.  Lawrence  claims  that  by  this  plan  "  manure  will  have 
been  made  under  the  most  perfect  conditions."  And  "when  the 
boxes  are  full  at  those  periods  of  the  year  at  which  manure  is  re- 
quired for  the  succeeding  crops,  it  will  be  most  advantageously  dis- 
posed of  by  being  transferred  at  once  to  the  land,  and  covered  in." 

"  Good,  said  the  Deacon,  "  I  think  he  is  right  there."  Charley 
continued,  and  read  as  follows  : 

"But  there  will  be  acciimulations  of  manure  requiring  removal 
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from  the  homestead  at  other  seasons,  at  which  it  cannot  be  so  ap- 
plied, and  wlien  it  must  be  stored  for  future  use.  The  following 
has  been  found  an  effectual  and  economical  mode  of  accomplish- 
ing this ;  more  particularly  when  cut  litter  is  used,  it  saves  the  cost 
of  repeated  turnings,  and  etfectually  prevents  the  decomposition 
and  waste  of  the  most  active  and  volatile  principle. 

"  Some  three  or  more  spots  are  selected  according  to  the  size  of 
the  farm,  in  convenient  positions  for  access  to  the  land  under  till- 
age, and  by  the  side  of  the  farm  roads.  The  sites  fixed  on  are 
then  excavated  about  two  feet  under  the  surrounding  surface.  In 
the  bottom  is  laid  some  three  or  four  inches  of  earth  to  absorb  any 
moisture,  on  which  the  manure  is  emptied  from  the  carts.  This  is 
evenly  spread,  and  well  trodden  as  the  heap  is  forming.  As  soon 
as  this  is  about  a  foot  above  the  ground  level,  to  allow  for  sinlang, 
the  heap  is  gradually  gathered  in,  until  it  is  completed  in  the  form 
of  an  ordinary  steep  roof,  slightly  rounded  at  the  top  by  the  final 
treading.  In  the  course  of  building  this  up,  about  a  bushel  of  salt, 
to  two  cart-loads  of  dung  is  sprinkled  amongst  it.  The  base  laid 
out  at  any  one  time  should  not  exceed  that  required  by  the  manure 
ready  for  the  complete  formation  of  the  heap  as  far  as  it  goes ;  and 
"within  a  day  or  two  after  such  portion  is  built  up,  and  it  has 
settled  into  shape,  a  thin  coat  of  earth  in  a  moist  state  is  plastered 
entirely  over  the  surface.  Under  these  conditions  decomposition 
does  not  take  place,  in  consequence  of  the  exclusion  of  the  air ;  or 
at  any  rate  to  so  limited  an  extent,  that  the  ammonia  is  absorbed 
by  the  earth,  for  there  is  not  a  trace  of  it  perceptible  about  the 
heap ;  though,  when  put  together  without  such  covering,  this  is 
perceptible  enough  to  leeward  at  a  hundred  yards'  distance. 

"  When  heaps  thus  formed  are  resorted  to  in  the  autumn,  either 
for  the  young  seeds,  or  for  plowing  in  on  the  stubbles  after  prepar- 
ing for  the  succeeding  root  crop,  the  manure  will  be  found  un- 
diminished in  quantity  and  unimpaired  in  quality ;  in  fact,  simply 
consolidated.  Decomposition  then  proceeds  within  the  soil,  where 
all  its  results  are  appropriated,  and  rendered  available  for  the  suc- 
ceeding cereal  as  well  as  the  root  crop. 

"  It  would  be  inconvenient  to  plaster  the  heap,  were  the  ridge, 
when  settled,  above  six  or  seven  feet  from  the  ground  level;  the 
base  may  be  formed  about  ten  to  twelve  feet  wdde,  and  the  ridge 
about  nine  feet  from  the  base,  which  settles  down  to  about  seven 
feet ;  this  may  be  extended  to  any  length  as  further  supplies  of 
manure  require  removal.  One  man  is  sufficient  to  form  the  heap, 
and  it  is  expedient  to  employ  the  same  man  for  this  service,  who 
soon  gets  into  the  way  of  performing  tlic  work  neatly  and  quickly. 
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It  has  been  asked  where  a  farmer  is  to  get  the  earth  to  cover  his 
heaps — it  may  bo  answered,  beep  your  roads  scraped  when  they 
get  muddy  on  the  surface  during  rainy  -weather — in  itself  good 
economy — and  leave  this  in  small  heaps  beyond  the  margin  of 
your  roads.  This,  iu  the  coursa  of  the  year,  will  be  found  an 
ample  provision  for  the  purpose,  for  it  is  unnecessary  to  lay  on  a 
coat  more  than  one  or  two  inches  in  tliickness,  which  should  be 
done  when  in  a  moist  state.  At  any  rate,  there  will  always  be 
found  an  accumulation  on  headlands  that  may  be  drawn  upon  if 
need  be. 

"  Farmers  who  have  not  been  in  the  habit  of  bestowing  care  on 
the  manufacture  and  subsequent  preservation  of  their  manure,  and 
watching  I'esults,  have  no  conception  of  the  importance  of  this. 
A  barrowful  of  such  manure  as  has  been  described,  would  pro- 
duce a  greater  weight  of  roots  and  corn,  than  that  so  graphically 
described  by  the  most  talented  and  accomplished  of  our  agricul- 
tural authors — as  the  contents  of  '  neighbour  Drychaffs  dung- 
cart,  that  creaking  hearse,  that  is  carrying  to  the  field  the  dead 
body  whose  spirit  has  departed.' 

"  There  is  a  source  of  valuable  and  extremely  useful  manure  on 
every  farm,  of  which  very  few  farmers  avail  themselves — the  gath- 
ering together  in  one  spot  of  all  combustible  waste  and  rubbish,  the 
clippings  of  hedges,  scouring  of  ditches,  grassy  accumulation  on 
the  sides  of  roads  and  fences,  etc.,  combined  witli  a  good  deal  of 
earth.  If  these  are  carted  at  leisure  times  into  a  large  circle,  or  in 
two  rows,  to  supplj'-  the  fire  kindled  in  the  center,  in  a  spot  which 
is  frequented  by  the  laborers  on  the  farm,  with  a  three-pronged 
forlv  and  a  shovel  attendant,  and  each  passer-by  is  encouraged  to 
add  to  the  pile  whenever  he  sees  the  smoke  passing  away  so  freely 
as  to  indicate  rapid  combustion,  a  very  large  quantity  of  valuable 
ashes  are  collected  between  March  and  October.  In  the  latter 
month  the  fire  should  be  allowed  to  go  out ;  the  ashes  are  then 
thrown  into  along  ridge,  as  high  as  they  will  stand,  and  thatched 
while  dry.  This  will  be  found  an  invaluable  store  in  April,  May, 
and  June,  capable  of  supplying  from  twenty  to  forty  bushels  of 
ashes  per  acre,  according  to  the  care  and  industry  of  the  collector, 
to  drill  with  the  seeds  of  the  root  crop." 

Tlie  Deacon  got  sleepy  before  Charley  finished  reading.  "  We 
can  not  afford  to  be  at  so  much  trouble  in  this  countrj^"  he  said, 
and  took  up  his  hat  and  left. 

The  Deacon  is  not  altogether  wrong.  Our  climale  is  verj^  dif- 
ferent from  that  of  England,  and  it  is  seldom  that  farmers  need 
to  draw  out  manure,  and  pile  it  in  the  field,  except  iu  winter,  and 
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then  it  is  not  necessary,  I  think,  either  to  dig  a  pit  or  to  cover  the 
heap.  Those  who  draw  manure  from  the  city  in  summer,  may 
probably  adopt  some  of  Mr.  Lawrence's  suggestions  with  ad- 
vantage. 

The  plan  of  collecting  rubbish,  brush,  old  wood,  and  sods,  and 
converting  them  into  ashes  or  charcoal,  is  one  which  we  could 
often  adopt  with  decided  advantage.  Our  premises  would  be 
cleaner,  and  we  should  have  less  fungus  to  speck  and  crack  our 
apples  and  pears,  and,  in  addition,  we  should  have  a  quantity  of 
ashes  or  burnt  earth,  that  is  not  only  a  manure  itself,  but  is  spe- 
cially useful  to  mix  with  moist  superphosphate  and  other  artificial 
manures,  to  make  them  dry  enough  and  bulky  enough  to  be  easily 
and  evenly  distributed  by  the  drill.  Artificial  manures,  so  mixed 
with  these  ashes,  or  dry,  charred  earth,  are  less  likely  to  injure  the 
seed  than  when  sown  with  the  seed  in  the  drill-rows,  unmixed 
with  some  such  material.  Sifted  coal  ashes  are  also  very  useful 
for  this  purpose. 


CHAPTER    XVII. 
SOLUBLE    PHOSPHATES    IN    FARM- YARD    MANURE. 

There  is  one  thing  in  these  experiments  of  Dr.  Voelcker's  which 
deserves  special  attention,  and  that  is  the  comparatively  large 
amount  of  soluble  phosphate  of  lime  in  the  ash  of  farm-yard  ma- 
nure. I  do  not  think  the  fact  is  generally  known.  In  estimating 
the  value  of  animal  manures,  as  compared  with  artificial  manures,  it 
is  usually  assumed  that  the  phosphates  in  the  former  are  insoluble, 
and,  therefore,  of  less  value  than  the  soluble  phosphates  in  super- 
phosphate of  lime  and  other  artificial  manures. 

Dr.  Voelcker  found  in  the  ash  of  fresh  farm-yard  manure,  phos- 
phoric acid  equal  to  12.23  per  cent  of  phosphate  of  lime,  and  of 
this  5.35  was  soluble  phosphate  of  lime. 

In  the  ash  of  well-rotted  manure,  he  found  phosphoric  acid 
equal  to  12.11  per  cent  of  phosphate  of  lime,  and  of  this,  4.75  was 
soluble  phosphate  of  lime. 

"  Tiiat  is,  indeed,  an  important  fact,"  said  the  Doctor,  "  but  I 
thought  Professor  Vcelcker  claimed  that  '  during  the  fermentation 
of  dung,  the  phosphate  of  lime  which  it  contains  is  rendered  more 
soluble  than  in  fresh  manure.'" 
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"  He  did  say  so,"  I  replied,  "  and  it  may  be  true,  but  the  above 
figures  do  not  seem  to  prove  it.  When  he  wrote  the  sentence  you 
have  quoted,  he  probably  had  reference  to  the  fact  that  he  found 
more  soluble  phosphate  of  lime  in  rotted  manure  than  in  fresh 
manure.  Thus,  he  found  in  5  tons  of  fresh  and  5  tons  of  rotted 
manure,  the  following  ingredients : 
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"  It  will  be  seen  from  the  above  figures  that  rotted  raamire  con- 
tains more  soluble  phosphate  of  lime  than  fresh  manure. 

"  But  it  does  not  follow  from  this  fact  that  any  of  the  insoluble 
phosphates  in  fresh  manure  have  been  rendered  soluble  during  the 
fermentation  of  the  manure. 

"  There  are  more  insoluble  phosphates  in  the  rotted  manure  than 
in  the  fresh,  but  we  do  not  conclude  from  this  fact  that  any  of 
the  phosphates  have  been  rendered  insoluble  during  the  process  of 
fermentation — neither  are  we  warranted  in  concluding  that  anj^  of 
them  have  been  rendered  soluble,  simply  because  we  find  more 
soluble  phosphates  in  the  rotted  manure." 

"  Very  true,"  said  the  Doctor,  "  but  it  has  been  shown  that  in 
the  heap  of  manure,  during  fermentation,  there  was  an  actual  in- 
crease of  soluble  mineral  matter  during  the  first  six  months,  and, 
to  say  the  least,  it  is  highly  probable  that  some  of  this  increase  of 
soluble  mineral  matter  contained  more  or  less  soluble  phosphates, 
and  perhaps  Dr.  Voelcker  had  some  facts  to  show  that  such  was 
the  case,  although  he  may  not  have  published  them.  At  any 
rate,  he  evidently  thinks  that  the  phosphates  in  manure  are  ren- 
dered more  soluble  by  fermentation." 

"  Perhaps,"  said  I,  "  we  can  not  do  better  than  to  let  the  matter 
rest  in  that  form.  I  am  merely  anxious  not  to  draw  definite  con- 
clusions from  the  facts  which  the  facts  do  not  positively  prove.  I 
am  strongly  in  favor  of  fermenting  manure,  and  should  be  glad  to 
have  it  shown  that  fermentation  does  actually  convert  insoluble 
phosphates  into  a  soluble  form." 

There  is  one  thing,  however,  that  these  experiments  clearly 
prove,  and  that  is,  that  there  is  a  far  larger  quantity  of  soluble 
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phosphates  in  manure  than  is  generally  supposed.  Of  the  total 
phosphoric  acid  in  the  fresh  manure,  43  per  cent  is  in  a  soluble 
condition  ;  and  in  the  rotted  manure,  40  per  cent  is  soluble. 

This  is  an  important  fact,  and  one  which  is  generally  over- 
looked. It  enhances  the  value  of  farm-yard  or  stable  manure,  as 
compared  with  artificial  manures.  But  of  this  we  may  have  more 
to  say  when  we  come  to  that  part  of  the  subject.  I  want  to  make 
one  remark.  I  think  there  can  be  little  doubt  that  the  proportion 
of  soluble  phosphates  is  greater  in  rich  manure,  made  from  grain- 
fed  animals,  than  in  poor  manure  made  principally  from  straw. 
In  other  words,  of  100  lbs.  of  total  phosphoric  acid,  more  of  it 
would  be  in  a  soluble  condition  in  the  rich  than  in  the  poor  ma- 
nure. 


CHAPTEE    XYIII. 
HOW    THE    DEACON    MAKES    MANURE. 

"I  think,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  you  are  talking  too  much  about 
the  science  of  manure  making.  Science  is  all  well  enough,  but 
practice  is  better." 

"  That  depends,"  said  I,  "on  the  practice.  Suppose  you  tell 
us  how  you  manage  your  manure." 

"  Well,"  said  the  Deacon,  "I  do  not  know  much  about  plant- 
food,  and  nitrogen,  and  phosphoric  acid,  but  I  think  manure  is  a 
good  thing,  and  the  more  you  have  of  it  the  better.  I  do  not  be- 
lieve in  j^our  practice  of  spreading  manure  on  the  laud  and  letting 
it  lie  exposed  to  the  sun  and  winds.  I  want  to  draw  it  out  in  the 
spring  and  plow  it  under  for  corn.  I  think  this  long,  coarse 
manure  loosens  the  soil  and  makes  it  light,  and  Avarm,  and  porous. 
And  then  my  plan  saves  labor.  More  than  half  of  my  mauuie  is 
handled  but  once.  It  is  made  in  the  yard  and  sheds,  and  lies  there 
until  it  is  drawn  to  the  field  in  the  spring.  The  manure  from  the 
cow  and  horse  stables,  and  from  the  pig-pens,  is  thrown  into  the 
yard,  and  nothing  is  done  to  it  except  to  level  it  down  occasionally. 
In  proportion  to  the  stock  kept,  I  think  I  make  twice  as  much 
manure  as  you  do." 

"  Yes,"  said  I,  "  twice  as  much  in  hulk,  but  one  load  of  my 
manure  is  worth  four  loads  of  your  long,  coarse  manure,  comiDOsed 
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principally  of  corn-stalks,  straw,  and  water.  I  think  you  are  wise 
ia  not  spending  much  time  in  piling  and  working  over  such 
manure." 

The  Deacon  and  I  have  a  standing  quarrel  about  manure.  We 
differ  on  all  points.  He  is  a  good  man,  but  not  what  we  call  a  good 
farmer.  He  cleared  up  his  farm  from  the  original  forest,  and  ho 
has  always  been  content  to  receive  what  his  land  would  give  him. 
If  he  gets  good  crops,  well,  if  not,  his  expenses  are  moderate,  and 
he  manages  to  make  both  ends  meet.  I  tell  him  he  could  double 
his  crops,  and  quadruple  his  profits,  by  better  farming — but  though 
he  cannot  disprove  the  facts,  he  is  unwilling  to  make  any  change 
in  his  system  of  farming.  And  so  he  continues  to  make  just  as 
much  manure  as  the  crops  he  is  obliged  to  feed  out  leave  in  his 
yards,  and  no  more.  He  does  not,  in  fact,  make  any  manure.  He 
takes  what  comes,  and  gets  it  on  to  his  land  with  as  little  labor  as 
possible. 

It  is  no  use  arguing  with  such  a  man.  And  it  certainly  will  not 
do  to  contend  that  his  method  of  managing  manure  is  all  wrong. 
His  error  is  in  making  such  poor  manure.  Bat  with  such  poor 
stuff  as  he  has  in  his  yard,  I  believe  he  is  right  to  get  rid  of  it  with 
the  least  expense  possible. 

I  presume,  too,  that  the  Deacon  is  not  altogether  wrong  in  regard 
to  the  good  mechanical  effects  of  manure  on  undrained  and  indif- 
ferently cultivated  land.  I  have  no  doubt  that  he  bases  his  opinion 
on  experience.  The  good  effects  of  such  manure  as  he  makes 
must  be  largely  due  to  its  mechanical  action — it  can  do  little 
towards  supplying  the  more  important  and  valuable  elements  of 
plant-food. 

I  commend  the  Deacon's  system  of  managing  manure  to  all  such 
as  make  a  similar  article.  But  I  think  there  is  a  more  excellent 
Avay.  Feed  the  stock  better,  make  richer  manure,  and  then  it  will 
pay  to  bestow  a  little  labor  in  taking  care  of  it. 
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CHAPTER    XIX. 
HOW    JOHN    JOHNSTON     MANAGES     HIS     MANURE. 

One  of  the  oldest  and  most  successful  farmers,  in  the  State  of 
New  York,  is  John  Johnston,  of  Geneva.  He  has  a  farm  on  the 
borders  of  Seneca  Lake.  It  is  high,  rolling  land,  but  needed  under 
draining.  This  has  been  thoroughly  done — and  done  with  great 
profit  and  advantage.  The  soil  is  a  heavy  clay  loam.  Mr.  John- 
ston has  been  in  the  habit  of  summer-fallowing  largely  for  wheat, 
generally  plowing  three,  and  sometimes  four  times.  He  has  been 
a  very  successful  wheat-grower,  almost  invariably  obtaining  large 
crops  of  wheat,  both  of  grain  and  straw.  The  straw  he  feeds  to 
sheep  in  winter,  putting  more  straw  in  the  racks  than  the  sheep 
can  eat  up  clean,  and  using  what  they  leave  for  bedding.  The 
sheep  run  in  yards  enclosed  with  tight  board  fences,  and  have 
sheds  under  the  barn  to  lie  in  at  pleasure. 

Although  the  soil  is  rather  heavy  for  Indian  corn,  Mr.  Johnston 
succeeds  in  growing  large  crops  of  this  great  American  cereal. 
Corn  and  stalks  are  both  fed  out  on  the  farm,  Mr.  J.  has  not  yet 
practised  cutting  up  his  straw  ard  stalks  into  chaff. 

The  land  is  admirably  adapted  to  the  growth  of  red  clover,  and 
great  crops  of  clover  and  timothy-hay  are  raised,  and  fed  out  on 
the  farm.  Gypsum,  or  plaster,  is  sown  quite  freely  on  the  clover 
in  the  spring.  Comparatively  few  roots  are  raised — not  to  exceed 
an  acre — and  these  only  quite  recently.  The  main  crops  are  winter 
wheat,  spring  barley,  Indian  corn,  clover,  and  timothy-hay,  and 
clover-seed. 

The  materials  for  making  manure,  then,  arc  wheat  and  barley 
straw,  Indian  corn,  corn-stalks,  clover,  and  timothy-hay.  These 
are  all  raised  on  the  farm.  But  Mr.  Johnston  has  for  many  years 
purchased  linseed-oil  cake,  to  feed  to  his  sheep  and  cattle. 

This  last  fact  must  not  be  overlooked.  Mr.  J.  commenced  to 
feed  oil-cake  when  its  value  was  little  known  here,  and  when  he 
bought  it  for,  I  think,  seven  or  eight  dollars  a  ton.  He  continued 
to  use  it  even  when  he  had  to  pay  fifty  dollars  per  ton.  Mr.  J. 
has  great  faith  in  manure — and  it  ij  a  faith  resting  on  good  evidence 
and  long  experience.  If  he  had  not  fed  out  so  much  oil-cake  and 
clover-hay,  he  would  not  have  found  his  manure  so  valuable. 

"  How  much  oil-cake  docs  he  use?  "  asked  the  Deacon. 

"  He  gives  his  sheep,  on  the  average,  about  1  lb.  each  per  day." 
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If  he  feeds  out  a  ton  of  clover-hay,  two  tons  of  straw,  (for  feed  and 
beddiu.^,)  and  one  ton  of  oil-cake,  the  manure  obtained  from  this 
quantity  of  food  and  litter,  would  be  worth,  according  to  Mr. 
Lawes'  table,  given  on  page  45,  $34.72. 

On  the  other  hand,  if  he  fed  out  one  ton  of  corn,  one  ton  of 
clover-hay,  and  two  tons  of  straw,  for  feed  and  bedding,  the  manure 
would  be  worth  $21.  G5. 

If  he  fed  one  ton  of  corn,  and  three  tons  of  straw,  the  manure 
would  be  worth  only  $14.69. 

He  would  get  as  much  manure  from  the  three  Ions  of  straw  and 
one  ton  of  corn,  as  from  the  two  tons  of  straw,  one  ton  of  clover- 
hay,  and  one  ton  of  oil-cake,  while,  as  before  said,  the  manure  in 
the  one  case  would  be  worth  $14.69,  and  in  the  other  $34.72. 

In  other  words,  a  load  of  the  good  manure  w^ould  be  worth,  when 
spread  out  on  the  land  in  the  field  or  garden,  more  than  two  loads 
of  the  straw  and  corn  manure. 

To  get  the  same  amount  of  nitrogen,  phosphoric  acid,  and 
potash,  you  have  to  spend  more  than  twice  the  labor  in  cleaning 
out  the  stables  or  yards,  more  than  twice  the  labor  of  throwing 
or  wheeling  it  to  the  manure  pile,  more  than  twice  the  labor  of 
turning  the  manure  in  the  pile,  more  than  twice  the  labor  of 
loading  it  on  the  carts  or  wagons,  more  than  twice  the  labor  of 
drawing  it  to  the  field,  more  than  twice  the  labor  of  unloading  it 
into  heaps,  and  more  than  twice  the  labor  of  spreading  it  in  the 
cue  case  than  in  the  other,  and,  after  all,  twenty  tons  of  this  poor 
manure  would  not  produce  as  good  an  efi"ect  the  first  season  as  ten 
tons  of  the  richer  manure. 

"  Why  so  "  ?  asked  the  Deacon. 

"  Simply  because  the  poor  manure  is  not  so  active  as  the  richer 
manure.  It  will  not  decompose  so  readily.  Its  nitrogen,  phos- 
phoric acid,  and  potash,  are  not  so  available.  The  twenty  tons, 
may,  in  the  long  run,  do  as  much  good  as  the  ten  tons,  but  I  very 
much  doubt  it.  At  any  rate,  I  would  greatly  prefer  the  ten  tons 
of  the  good  manure  to  twenty  tons  of  the  poor — even  when  spread 
out  on  the  land,  ready  to  plow  under.  What  the  difference  would 
be  in  the  value  of  the  manure  in  the  yard,  you  can  figure  for  your- 
self. It  would  depend  on  the  cost  of  handling,  drawing,  and 
spreading  the  extra  ten  tons." 

The  Deacon  estimates  the  cost  of  loading,  drawing,  unloading, 
and  spreading,  at  fifty  cents  a  ton.  This  is  probably  not  far  out  of 
the  way,  though  much  depends  on  the  distance  the  manure  has  to 
be  drawn,  and  also  on  the  condition  of  the  manure,  etc. 
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The  four  tons  of  feed  and  bedding  will  make,  at  a  rougli  estimate, 
about  ten  tons  of  manure. 

This  ten  tons  of  straw  and  corn  manure,  according  to  Mr.  Lawes' 
estimate,  is  worth,  in  the  field.  114.69  And  if  it  costs  t^fty  cents  a 
load  to  get  it  on  the  land  its  value,  t'd,  tJie  yard-  would  be  |9. 69 — 
or  nearly  ninety-seven  cents  a  ton. 

The  ten  tons  of  good  manure,  according  to  the  same  estimate,  is 
worth,  in  the  fisld,  |34.72,  and,  consequently,  would  be  worth,  in 
the  yard,  |29.73.  In  other  words,  a  ton  of  poor  manure  is  worth, 
in  the  yard,  ninety-seven  cents  a  ton,  and  the  good  manure  $2,97. 

And  so  in  describing  John  Johnston's  method  of  managing 
manure,  this  fact  must  be  borne  in  mind.  It  might  not  pay  the 
Deacon  to  spend  much  labor  on  manure  worth  only  ninety -scvea 
cents  a  ton,  while  it  might  pay  John  Johnston  to  bestow  some  con- 
siderable time  and  labor  on  manure  worth  $2.97  per  ton. 

"  But  is  it  really  worth  this  sum  ?  "  asked  the  Deacon. 

"  In  reply  to  that,"  said  I,  "  all  I  claim  is  that  the  fi^rures  are  com- 
parative. If  your  manure,  made  as  above  described,  is  worth 
nmety-seven  cents  a  ton  intheyard,i!7ie,'i  John  Johnston's  manure, 
made  as  stated,  is  certainly  worth,  at  least,  $2.97  per  ton  in  the 
yard." 

Of  this  there  can  be  no  doubt. 

"  If  you  think,"  I  continued,  "  your  manure,  so  made,  13  worth 
only  half  as  much  as  Mr.  Lawes'  estimate ;  in  other  words,  if  your 
ten  tons  of  manure,  instead  of  being  worth  $14.69  in  the  field,  is 
worth  only  $7.35  ;  then  John  Johnston's  ten  tons  of  manure, 
instead  of  being  worth  $34.72  in  the  field,  is  worth  only  $17.36." 

"  That  looks  a  little  more  reasonable,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  John 
Johnston's  manure,  instead  of  being  worth  $3.97  per  ton  in  the  yard, 
is  worth  only  $1  48  per  ton,  and  mine,  instead  of  being  worth  ninety- 
seven  cents  a  ton,  is  worth  forty-eight  and  a  half  cents  a  ton." 

The  Deacon  sat  for  a  few  minutes  looking  at  these  figures. 
"  They  do  not  seem  so  extravagantly  high  as  I  thought  them  at 
first,"  he  said,  "  and  if  you  will  reduce  the  figures  in  Mr.  Lawes' 
table  one-half  all  through,  it  will  be  much  nearer  the  truth.  I 
think  my  manure  is  worth  forty-eight  and  a  half  cents  a  ton  in  the 
yard,  and  if  your  figures  are  correct,  I  suppose  I  must  admit  that 
John  Johnston's  manure  is  worth  $1.48  per  ton  in  the  yard." 

I  was  very  glad  to  get  such  an  admission  from  the  Deacon.  He 
did  not  see  that  he  had  made  a  mistake  iu  the  figures,  and  so  I  got 
him  to  tro  over  the  calculation  again. 
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"You  take  a  pencil,  Deacon,"'   said  I,   "and   writs   do^Yn  the 
figures  : 

Manure  frora  a  ton  of  cil-cake $19.73 

Manure  from  a  ton  of  clover-hay 9.61: 

Manure  from  two  tons  of  straw 5.33 


§3J-.r,3 

"  This  would  make  about  ten  tons  of  manure.  TVe  have  aoreed 
to  reduce  the  estimate  ouc-half,  and  consequently  we  have  $17.36 
as  the  value  of  the  teu  tons  of  manure." 

"  This  is  John  Johnston's  manure.  It  is  worth  §1.73  per  ton  in 
the  Held. 

"  It  costs,  we  have  estimated,  50  cents  a  ton  to  handle  the  manure, 
and  conseqaentlv  it  is  worth  in  the  yard  $1.23  per  ton." 

"  This  is  less  than  we  made  it  before,"  said  tlie  Deacon. 

"  Never  mind  that,"  said  I,  "  the  figures  are  correct.  Now  write 
down  what  your  manure  is  worth  : 

Manure  from  1  ton  of  com ??6.6'> 

Manure  from  3  tons  of  straw G.O-i 


S14.G0 


"  This  will  make  about  ten  tons  of  manure.  In  this  case,  as  in  the 
other,  we  are  to  reduce  the  estimate  one-half.  Consequently,  we 
liave  $7.35  as  the  value  of  this  ten  tons  of  manure  in  the  field,  or 
73i  cents  a  ton.  It  costs,  we  have  estimated,  50  cents  a  ton  to 
handle  the  manure,  and,  therefore,  it  is  worth  in  the i/ard,  23}  cents 
a  ton." 

"  John  Johnston's  manure  is  worth  in  the  yard,  $1.23  per  ton. 
The  Deacon's  manure  is  Avoi'th  in  the  yard,  23.}  cents  per  ton." 

"  There  is  some  mistake,"  exclaimed  the  Deacon,  "  j-ou  said,  at 
first,  that  one  load  of  John  Johnston's  manure  was  worth  as  much 
as  two  of  my  loads.  Now  you  make  one  load  of  his  manure  worth 
more  than  five  loads  of  my  manure.     This  is  absurd." 

"Not  at  all.  Deacon,"  said  I,  "you  made  the  figures  yourself. 
You  thought  Mr.  Lawes'  estimate  too  high.  Y''ou  reduced  it  one- 
half.  The  figures  are  correct,  and  you  must  accept  the  conclusion. 
If  John  Johnston's  manure  is  only  worth  $1.23  per  ton  in  the  yard, 
yours,  made  from  1  ton  of  corn  and  3  tons  of  straw,  is  only 
wortli  23^  cents  per  ton." 

"  And  now,  Deacon,"  I  continued,  "  while  you  have  a  pencil  iu 
your  hand,  I  want  you  to  make  one  more  calculation.  Assuming 
that  Mr.  Lawcs'  estimate  is  too  higJi,  and  we  reduce  it  one-half, 
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figure  tip  Tvhct  manure  is  Tvorth  when  made  from  straw  alone, 
you  take  4  tons  of  wheat  straw,  feed  out  part,  and  use  part  for 
beddmg.  It  will  give  you  about  10  tons  of  manure.  And  this  10 
tons  cost  you  50  cents  a  ton  to  load,  draw  out,  and  spread.  Now 
figure : 

"  Four  tons  of  straw  is  worth,  for  manure,  according  to  Mr. 
Lawes'  table,  $2.68  per  ton.  We  have  agreed  to  reduce  the  figures 
one  half,  and  so  the 

10  tons  of  manure  from  the  4  tons  of  straw  is  v/orth.  .,.$5.36 
Drawing  out  10  tons  of  manure  at  50  cents 5.03 


Value  of  10  tons  of  straw-manure  in  yard SO.SG 

"  In  other  words,  if  John  Johnston's  manure  is  worth  only  |1.23 
per  ton  in  the  yard,  the  straw-made  manure  is  worth  only  a  little 
over  3^  cents  a  ton  in  the  yard." 

"  That  is  too  absurd,"  said  the  Deacon. 

"  Very  well,"  I  replied, ' '  for  once  I  am  glad  to  agree  with  you. 
But  if  this  is  absurd,  then  it  follows  that  Mr.  Lav>'es'  estimate  of 
the  value  of  certain  foods  for  manure  is  not  so  extravagant  as  you 
supposed — which  is  precisely  what  I  wished  to  prove." 


"  You  have  not  toLl  us  how  Mr.  Johnston  manages  his  manure," 
said  the  Deacon. 

"  There  is  nothing  very  remarkable  about  it,"  I  replied.  "  There 
are  many  farmers  in  this  neighborhood  who  adopt  the  same 
method.  I  think,  however,  John  Johnston  was  the  first  to  recom- 
mend it,  and  subjected  himself  to  some  criticism  from  some  of  the 
so-called  scientific  writers  at  the  time, 

"  His  general  plan  is  to  leave  the  manure  in  the  yards,  basements, 
and  shec'ls,  under  the  sheep,  until  spring.  lie  usually  sells  his  fat 
sheep  in  March.  As  soon  as  tlie  sheep  are  removed,  the  manure  is 
either  thrown  up  into  loose  heaps  in  the  yard,  or  drawn  directly 
to  the  field,  where  it  is  to  be  used,  and  made  into  a  heap  there. 
The  manure  is  not  spread  on  the  laud  until  the  autumn.  It  re- 
mains in  the  heaps  or  piles  all  summer,  being  usually  turned  once, 
and  sometimes  twice.     The  manure  becomes  thoroughly  rotted." 


Mr.  Johnston,  like  the  Deacon,  applies  his  manure  to  the  corn 
crop.  But  the  Deacon  draws  out  his  fresh  green  manure  in  the 
spring,  on  sod-laud,  and  plows  it  under.  Mr.  Johnston,  on  the 
other  hand,  keeps  his  manure  in  a  heap  through  the  summer, 


HOW    JOHN    JOHNSTON    MANAGES    HIS    MANUEE.  81 

spreads  it  on  the  sod  ia  September,  or  the  first  week  iu  October. 
Here  it  lies  until  next  spring.  The  grass  and  clover  grow  up 
throu"-h  manure,  and  the  grass  and  manure  are  turned  under  next 
spring,  and  the  land  planted  to  corn. 

Mr.  Johnston  is  thoroughly  convinced  that  he  gets  far  more 
benefit  from  the  manure  when  applied  on  the  surface,  and  left  ex- 
posed for  several  mouths,  taan  if  he  plowed  it  under  at  once. 


I  like  to  write  and  talk  about  John  Johnston.  I  like  to  visit 
him.  He  is  so  delightfully  enthusiastic,  believes  so  thoroughly  in 
good  farming,  and  has  been  so  eminently  successful,  that  a  day 
spent  in  his  company  can  not  fail  to  encourage  any  farmer  to  re- 
newed efforts  ia  improving  his  soil.  "  You  must  drain,"  he  wrote 
to  me ;  "  when  I  first  commenced  farming,  I  never  made  any 
money  until  I  began  to  underdraia."  But  it  is  not  uaderdraining 
alone  that  is  the  cause  of  his  eminent  success.  When  he  bought 
his  farm,  "  near  Geneva,"  over  fifty  years  ago,  there  was  a  pile  of 
manure  in  the  yard  that  had  lain  there  year  after  year  until  it  was, 
as  he  said,  "  as  black  as  my  hat."  The  former  owner  regarded  it 
as  a  nuisance,  and  a  few  months  before  young  Johnston  bought 
the  farm,  had  given  some  darkies  a  cow  on  condition  that  they 
would  draw  out  this  manure.  They  drew  out  six  loads,  took  the 
cow — and  that  was  the  last  seen  of  them.  Johnston  drew  out  this 
manure,  raised  a  good  crop  of  wheat,  and  that  gave  him  a  start. 
He  says  he  has  been  asked  a  great  many  times  to  what  he  owes  his 
success  as  a  farmer,  and  he  has  replied  that  he  could  not  tell 
whether  it  was  "dung  or  credit."  It  was  probably  neither.  It 
was  the  man — his  intelligence,  industry,  and  good  common  sons^. 
That  heap  of  black  mould  was  merely  an  instrument  in  his  hands 
that  he  could  turn  to  good  account. 

His  first  crop  of  wheat  gave  him  "  credit,"  and  this  also  he  used 
to  advantage.  He  believed  that  good  farming  would  pay,  and  it 
was  this  faith  in  a  generous  soil  that  made  him  willing  to  spend 
the  money  obtained  from  the  first  crop  of  wheat  in  enriching  the 
land,  and  to  avail  himself  of  his  credit.  Had  he  lacked  this  faith- 
had  he  hoarded  every  sixpence  he  could  have  ground  out  of  the 
soil,  who  would  have  ever  heard  of  John  Johnston  ?  He  has 
been  liberal  with  his  crops  and  his  animals,  and  has  ever  found 
them  grateful.     This  is  the  real  lesson  which  his  life  teaches. 

He  once  wrote  me  lie  had  sometliing  to  sliow  me.  He  did  not 
tell  me  what  it  was,  and  when  I  got  there,  he  took  me  to  a  firld  of 
grass  that  Avas  to  be  mown  for  hay.  The  field  had  been  in  winter 
wheat  the  year  before.    At  the  timo  of  sowiii^z;  the  wheat,  the 
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whole  field  was  seeded  down  with  timothy.  No  clover  was  sown 
either  then  or  in  the  spring ;  but  after  the  wheat  was  sown,  he  put 
on  a  slight  dressing  of  manure  on  two  portions  of  the  field  that 
he  thought  were  poor,  lie  told  the  man  to  spread  it  out  of  the 
wagon  just  as  thin  as  he  could  distribute  it  evenly  over  the  land. 
It  was  a  very  light  manuring,  but  the  manure  was  rich,  and  thor- 
oughly rotted.  I  do  not  recollect  whether  the  effect  of  the  manure 
was  particularly  noticed  on  the  wheat ;  but  on  the  grass,  the  fol- 
lowing spring,  the  eflect  was  suflacieutly  striking.  Those  two  por- 
tions of  the  field  where  the  manure  was  spread  were  covered  with 
a  splendid  crop  of  red  clowr.  You  could  see  the  exact  line,  in  both 
cases,  where  the  manure  reached.  It  looked  quite  curious.  No 
clover-seed  was  sown,  and  yet  there  was  as  fine  a  crop  of  clover 
as  one  could  desire. 

On  looking  into  the  matter  more  closely,  we  found  that  there 
was  more  or  less  clover  all  over  the  field,  but  where  the  manure 
was  not  used,  it  could  hardly  be  seen.  Ths  plants  were  small, 
and  the  timothy  hid  them  from  view.  But  where  the  manure 
was  used,  these  plants  of  clover  had  been,  stimulated  in  their 
growth  un  til  they  covered  the  ground.  The  leaves  were  broad 
and  vigorous,  while  in  the  other  case  they  were  small,  and  almost 
dried  up.  This  is  probably  the  right  explanation.  The  manure 
did  not  "  bring  in  the  clover ;"  it  simply  increased  the  growth  of 
that  already  in  the  soil.     It  shows  the  value  of  manure  for  grass. 

This  is  what  Mr.  Johnston  wanted  to  show  me.  "I.  might  have 
written  and  told  you,  but  you  would  not  have  got  a.  clear  idea  of 
the  matter."  This  is  true.  One  had  to  see  the  great  luxunance  of 
that  piece  of  clover  to  fully  appreciate  the  effect  of  the  manure. 
Mr.  J.  said  the  manure  on  that  grass  was  worth  $30  an  acre — that 
is,  on  the  three  crops  of  grass,  before  the  field  is  again  plowed.  I 
have  no  doubt  that  this  is  true,  and  that  the  future  crops  on  the 
lajid  will  also  be  benefited — not  directly  from  the  manure,  per- 
haps, but  from  the  clover-roots  in  the  soil.  And  if  the  field  were 
pastured,  the  effect  on  future  crops  would  be  very  decided. 


MY    OW:S   PliAK    OF    MANAGING    MANUKE.  83 

CHAPTER      XX. 

MY    OWN    PLAN    OP    MANAGING-    MANURE. 

One  of  the  charms  and  the  advantages  of  agriculture  is  that  a 
farmer  must  think  for  himself.  He  should  study  principles,  and 
apply  them  in  practice,  as  best  suits  his  circumstances. 

My  own  method  of  managing  manure  gives  me  many  of  the 
advantages  claimed  for  the  Deacon's  method,  and  John  Johnston's, 
also. 

"  I  do  not  understand  what  you  mean,"  said  the  Deacon ;  "  my 
method  differs  essentially  from  that  of  John  Johnston." 

"  True,"  I  replied,  "  you  use  your  winter-made  manure  in  the 
spring;  while  Mr.  Johnston  piles  his,  and  gets  it  thoroughly  fer- 
mented ;  but  to  do  this,  he  has  to  keep  it  until  the  autumn,  and  it 
does  not  benefit  his  corn-crop  before  the  next  summer.  He  loses 
the  use  of  his  manure  for  a  year." 

I  think  my  method  secures  both  these  advantages.  I  get  my 
winter-made  manure  fermented  and  in  good  condition,  and  yet 
have  it  ready  for  spring  crops. 

In  the  first  place,  I  should  remark  that  my  usual  plan  is  to  cut 
up  all  the  fodder  for  horses,  cows,  and  sheep.  For  horses,  I  some- 
times use  long  straw  for  bedding,  but,  as  a  rule,  I  prefer  to  run 
everything  through  a  feed-cutter.  We  do  not  steam  the  food,  and 
we  let  the  cows  and  sheep  have  a  liberal  supply  of  cut  corn-stalks 
and  straw,  and  what  they  do  not  cat  is  thrown  out  of  the  mangers 
and  racks,  and  used  for  bedding. 

I  should  state,  too,  that  I  keep  a  good  many  pigs,  seldom  having 
less  than  50  breeding  sows.  My  pigs  are  mostly  sold  at  from  two 
to  four  months  old,  but  we  probably  average  150  head  the  year 
round.  A  good  deal  of  my  manure,  therefore,  comes  from  the 
pig-pens,  and  from  two  basement  cellars,  where  my  store  hogs 
sleep  in  winter. 

In  addition  to  the  pigs,  we  have  on  the  farm  from  150  to  200 
Cotswold  and  grade  sheep  ;  10  cows,  and  8  horses.  These  are  our 
manure  makers. 

The  raw  material  from  which  the  manure  is  manufactured  con- 
sists of  wheat,  barley,  rye,  and  oat-straw,  corn-stalks,  corn-fodder, 
clover  and  timothy-hay,  clover  seed-hay,  bean-straw,  pea-straw, 
potato-tops,  mangel-wurzel,  turnips,  rape,  and  mustard.  These 
are  all  raised  on  the  farm  ;  and,  in  addition  to  tlie  home-grown 
oats,  peas,  and  corn,  we  buy  and  feed  out  considerable  quantities 
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of  bran,  shorts,  fine-middlings,  malt-combs,  corn-meal,  and  a  little 
oil-cake.  I  sell  wheat,  rye,  barley,  and  clover-seed,  apples,  and 
potatoes,  and  sometimes  cabbages  and  turnips.  Probably,  on  the 
average,  for  each  $100  I  receive  from  the  sale  of  these  crops,  I 
purchase  $23  worth  of  bran,  malt-combs,  corn-meal,  and  other 
feed  for  animals.  My  farm  is  now  rapidl}^  increasing  in  fertility 
and  productiveness.  The  crops,  on  the  average,  are  certainly  at 
least  double  what  they  were  when  I  bought  the  farm  thirteen 
years  ago ;  and  much  of  this  inci-caso  has  taken  place  during  the 
last  five  or  six  years,  and  I  expect  to  see  still  greater  improvement 
year  by  year. 

"  Never  mind  all  that,"  said  the  Deacon ;  "  we  all  know  that 
manure  will  enrich  land,  and  I  will  concede  that  your  farm  has 
greatly  improved,  and  can  not  help  but  improve  if  you  continue 
to  make  and  use  as  much  manure." 

"  I  expect  to  make  more  and  more  manure  every  year,"  said  I. 
"  The  larger  the  crops,  the  more  manure  we  can  make ;  and  the 
more  manure  we  make,  the  larger  the  crops." 


The  real  point  of  difference  between  my  plan  of  managing  ma- 
nure, and  the  plan  adopted  by  the  Deacon,  is  essentially  this :  I 
aim  to  keep  all  my  manure  in  a  compact  pile,  where  it  will  slowly 
ferment  all  winter.  The  Deacon  throws  his  horse-manure  into  a 
heap,  just  outside  the  stable  door,  and  the  cow-manure  into  an- 
other heap,  and  the  pig-manure  into  another  heap.  These  heaps 
are  more  or  less  scattered,  and  are  exposed  to  the  rain,  and  snow, 
and  frost.  The  horse-manure  is  quite  likely  to  ferment  too  rap- 
idly, and  if  in  a  large  heap,  and  the  weather  is  warm,  it  not 
unlikely  "fire-fangs"  in  the  center  of  the  heap.  On  the  o'ther 
hand,  the  cow-manure  lies  cold  and  dead,  and  during  the  winter 
freezes  into  solid  lumps. 

I  wheel  or  cart  all  my  manure  into  one  central  heap.  The  main 
object  is  to  keep  it  as  compact  as  possible.  There  arc  two  advan- 
tages in  this :  1st,  the  manure  is  less  exposed  to  the  ram ,  and 
(2d),  when  freezing  weather  sots  in,  only  a  few  inches  of  the  ex- 
ternal portion  of  the  heap  is  frozen.  I  have  practised  this  plan 
for  several  years,  and  can  keep  my  heap  of  manure  slowly  fer- 
menting during  the  whole  winter. 

But  in  order  to  ensure  this  result,  it  is  necessary  to  begin  mak- 
ing the  heap  before  v,- inter  sets  in.     The  plan  is  this : 

Having  selected  the  spot  in  the  yard  most  convenient  for  mak- 
ing the  heap,  collect  all  the  manure  that  can  be  found  in  the  sheep- 
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yards,  sheds,  cow  and  horse  stables,  pig-pens,  and  hen-house,  to- 
gether with  leaves,  weeds,  and  refuse  from  the  garden,  and  wheel 
or  cart  it  to  the  intended  heap.  If  you  set  a  farm-man  to  do  the 
work,  tell  him  you  want  to  make  a  hot-bed  about  five  feet  high,  six 
feet  wide,  and  six  feet  long.  I  do  not  think  I  have  ever  seen  a 
farm  where  enough  material  could  not  be  found,  say  in  November, 
to  make  such  a  heap.  And  this  is  all  that  is  needed.  If  the  ma- 
nure is  rich,  if  it  is  obtained  from  animals  eating  clover-haj^,  bran, 
grain,  or  other  food  rich  in  nitrogen,  it  will  soon  ferment.  But  if 
the  manure  is  poor,  consisting  largely  of  straw,  it  will  be  very  de- 
sirable to  make  it  richer  by  mixing  with  it  bone-dust,  blood,  hen- 
droppings,  woollen  rags,  chamber-lj^e,  and  animal  matter  of  any 
kind  that  you  can  find. 

The  richer  you  can  make  the  manure,  the  more  readily  will  it 
ferment.  A  good  plan  is  to  take  the  horse  or  sheep  manure,  a 
few  weeks  previous,  and  use  it  for  bedding  the  pigs.  It  will 
absorb  the  liquid  of  the  pigs,  and  make  rich  manure,  which  will 
soon  ferment  when  placed  in  a  heap. 

If  the  manure  in  the  heap  is  too  dry,  it  is  a  good  plan,  when  you 
are  killing  hogs,  to  throw  on  to  the  manure  all  the  warm  water, 
hair,  blood,  intestines,  etc.  You  may  think  I  am  making  too 
much  of  such  a  simple  matter,  but  I  have  had  lettei-s  from  farmers 
who  have  tried  this  plan  of  managing  manure,  and  they  say  that 
they  can  not  keep  it  from  freezing.  One  reason  for  this  is,  that 
they  do  not  start  the  heap  early  enough,  and  do  not  take  pains  to 
get  the  manure  into  an  active  fermentation  before  winter  sets  in. 
Much  depends  on  this.  In  starting  a  fire,  you  take  pains  to  get  a 
little  fine,  dry  wood,  that  will  burn  readily,  and  when  the  fire  is 
fairly  going,  put  on  larger  sticks,  and  presently  you  have  such  a 
fire  that  you  can  burn  wood,  coal,  stubble,  sods,  or  anything  you 
wish.  And  so  it  is  with  a  manure-heap.  Get  the  fire,  or  fermen- 
tation, or,  more  strictly  speaking,  putrefaction  fairly  started,  and 
there  will  be  little  trouble,  if  the  heap  is  large  enough,  and  fresh 
material  is  added  from  time  to  time,  of  continuing  the  fermenta- 
tion all  winter. 

Another  point  to  be  obseiwed,  and  especially  in  cold  weather,  is 
to  keep  the  sides  of  the  heap  straight,  and  the  top  level.  You 
must  expose  the  manure  in  the  heap  as  little  as  possible  to  frost 
and  cold  winds.  The  rule  should  be  to  spread  every  whecl-bar- 
rowful  of  manure  as  soon  as  it  is  put  on  the  heap.  If  left  un- 
spread  on  top  of  the  heap,  it  will  freeze ;  and  if  afterwards  cov- 
ered witli  other  manure,  it-  will  require  considerable  heat  to  melt 
it,  and  thus  reduce  the  temperature  of  the  whole  heap. 
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It  is  far  less  work  to  manage  a  heap  of  manure  in  this  way  than 
may  be  supposed  from  my  description  of  the  plan.  The  truth  is, 
I  find,  in  point  of  fact,  that  it  is  not  an  easy  thing  to  manage  ma- 
nure in  this  way ;  and  I  fear  not  one  farmer  in  ten  will  succeed 
the  first  winter  he  undertakes  it,  unless  he  gives  it  his  personal  at- 
tention. It  is  well  worth  trying,  however,  because  if  your  heap 
should  freeze  up,  it  will  be,  at  any  rate,  in  no  worse  condition  than 
if  managed  in  the  ordinary  way ;  and  if  you  do  succeed,  even  in 
part,  you  will  have  manure  in  good  condition  for  immediate  use 
in  the  spring. 


As  I  have  said  before,  I  keep  a  good  many  pigs.  Now  pigs,  if 
fed  on  slops,  void  a  large  quantity  of  liquid  manure,  and  it  is  not 
always  easy  to  furnish  straw  enough  to  absorb  it.  When  straw 
and  stalks  are  cut  into  chaff,  they  will  absorb  much  more  liquid 
than  when  used  whole.  For  this  reason  we  usually  cut  all  oui- 
straw  and  stalks.  We  also  use  the  litter  from  the  horse-stable  for 
bedding  the  store  hogs,  and  also  sometimes,  when  comparatively 
diy,  we  use  the  refuse  sheep  bedding  for  the  same  purpose.  Where 
the  sheep  barn  is  contiguous  to  the  pig-pens,  and  when  the  sheep 
bedding  can  be  thrown  at  once  into  the  pig-pens  or  cellar,  it  is 
well  to  use  bedding  freely  for  the  sheep  and  lambs,  and  remove  it 
frequently,  throwing  it  into  the  pig-pens.  I  do  not  want  my  sheep 
to  be  compelled  to  eat  up  the  straw  and  corn-stalks  too  close.  I 
want  them  to  pick  out  what  they  like,  and  then  throw  away  what 
they  leave  ia  the  troughs,  for  bedding  Sometimes  we  take  out  a 
five-bushel  basketful  of  these  direct  from  the  troughs,  for  bedding 
young  pigs,  or  sows  and  pigs  in  the  pens,  but  as  a  rule,  we  use 
them  first  for  bedding  the  sheep,  and  then  afterwards  use  the  sheep 
bedding  in  the  fattening  or  store  j^ig-pens. 

'•'And  sometimes,"  remarked  the  Deacon,  "you  use  o,  little  long 
straw  for  your  young  pigs  to  sleep  on,  so  that  they  can  bury  them- 
selves in  the  straw  and  keep  warm." 

"True,"  I  replied,  "  and  it  is  not  a  bad  plan,  but  we  arc  not  now 
talking  about  the  management  of  pigs,  but  how  wc  treat  our 
manure,  and  how  we  manage  to  have  it  ferment  all  winter." 

A  good  deal  of  our  pig-manure  is,  to  borrow  a  phrase  from  the 
pomologists,  "  double-worked."  It  is  horse  or  sheep-manure, 
used  for  bedding  pigs  and  cows.  It  is  saturated  with  urine,  and  is 
much  richer  in  nitrogenous  material  than  ordinary  manure,  and 
consequently  will  ferment  or  putrify  much  more  rapidly.  Usnally 
pig-manure  is  considered  "  cold,"  or  sluggish,  but   this   double- 
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worked  pig-mauure  will  ferment  eveu  more  rapidly  than  sheep  or 
liorse-mauure  alone. 

Unmixed  cow-manure  is  heavy  and  cold,  and  when  kept  in  a 
heap  by  itself  out  of  doors,  is  almost  certain  to  freeze  up  solid  dur- 
ing the  winter. 

We  usually  wheel  out  our  cow-dung  every  day,  and  spread  on 
the  manure  heap. 

This  is  one  of  the  things  that  needs  attention.  There  wi'J  be 
a  constant  tendency  to  put  all  the  cow-dung  together,  instead  of 
mixing  it  with  the  lighter  and  more  active  manure  from  the  horses, 
sheep,  and  pigs.  Spread  it  out  and  cover  it  with  some  of  the  more 
strawy  manure,  which  is  not  so  liable  to  freeze. 

Should  it  so  happen — as  will  most  likely  be  the  case — that  on 
looking  at  your  heap  some  morning  when  the  thermometer  is 
below  zero,  you  find  that  several  wheel-barrowfuls  of  manure  that 
were  put  on  the  heap  the  day  before,  were  not  spread,  and  are  now 
crusted  over  with  ice,  it  will  be  well  to  break  up  the  barrowfuls, 
even  if  necessary  to  use  a  crowbar,  and  place  the  frozen  lumps  of 
manure  on  the  outside  of  the  heap,  rather  than  to  let  them  lie  in  the 
center  of  the  pile.  Your  aim  should  be  always  to  keep  the  center 
of  the  heap  warm  and  in  a  state  of  fermentation.  You  do  not 
want  the  fire  to  go  out,  and  it  will  not  go  out  if  the  heap  is  prop- 
erly managed,  even  should  all  the  sides  and  top  be  crusted  over 
with  a  layer  of  frozen  manure. 

During  very  severe  weather,  and  when  the  top  is  frozen,  it  is  a  good 
plan,  when  you  are  about  to  wheel  some  fresh  manure  on  to  the 
heap,  to  remove  a  portion  of  the  frozen  crast  on  top  of  the  heap, 
near  the  center,  and  make  a  hole  for  the  fresh  manure,  which 
should  be  spread  and  covered  up. 

When  the  heap  is  high  enough,  say  five  feet,  we  commence  an- 
other heap  alongside.  In  doing  this,  our  plan  is  to  clean  out  some 
of  the  sheep-sheds  or  pig-pens,  where  the  manure  has  accumulated 
for  some  time.  This  gives  us  much  more  than  the  daily  supply. 
Place  this  manure  on  the  outside  of  the  new  heap,  and  then  take  a 
quantity  of  hot,  fermenting,  manure  from  the  middle  of  the  old 
heap,  and  throw  it  into  the  center  of  the  new  heap,  and  then  cover 
it  up  with  tlie  fresh  manure.  I  would  put  in  eight  or  ten  bushels, 
or  as  much  as  will  wariu  up  the  center  of  the  now  heap,  and  start 
fermentation.  Tiie  colder  the  weather,  the  more  of  this  hot 
manure  should  you  take  from  the  old  heap— the  more  the  better. 
Fresh  manure  should  be  added  to  the  old  heap  to  fill  up  the  hole 
made  by  the  removal  of  the  hot  manure. 
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"  You  draw  out  a  great  many  loads  of  manure  during  the 
winter,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  and  pile  it  in  the  field,  and  I  have  al- 
ways thought  it  a  good  plan,  as  you  do  the  work  when  there  is 
little  else  to  do,  and  when  the  ground  is  frozen." 

Yes,  this  is  an  improvement  on  my  old  plan.  I  formerly  used 
to  turn  over  the  heap  of  manure  in  the  barn-yard  in  March,  or  as 
soon  as  fermentation  had  ceased. 

The  object  of  turning  the  heap  is  (1st,)  to  mix  the  manure  and 
make  it  of  uniform  quality ;  (3d,)  to  break  the  lumps  and  make  the 
manure  fine;  and  (3d,)  to  lighten  up  the  manure  and  make  it 
loose,  thus  letting  in  the  air  and  inducing  a  second  fermentation. 
It  is  a  good  plan,  and  well  repays  for  the  labor.  In  doing  the 
work,  build  up  the  end  and  sides  of  the  new  heap  straight, 
and  keep  the  top  flat.  Have  an  eye  on  the  man  doing  the  work, 
and  see  that  he  breaks  up  the  manure  and  mixes  it  thoroughly, 
aud  that  he  goes  to  the  boitom  of  the  heap. 


My  new  plan  that  the  Deacon  alludes  to,  is,  instead  of  turning 
the  heap  in  the  yard,  to  draw  the  manure  from  the  heap  in  the 
yard,  and  pile  it  up  in  another  heap  in  the  field  where  it  is  to  be 
used.  This  has  all  the  effects  of  turning,  and  at  the  same  time 
saves  a  good  deal  of  team-work  in  the  spring. 
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The  location  of  the  manure-heap  in  the 
field  deserves  some  consideration.  If  the 
manure  is  to  be  used  fcr  root-crops  or  po- 
tatoes, and  if  the  land  is  to  be  ridged,  and 
the  manure  put  in  the  ridges,  then  it  will 
be  desirable  to  put  the  heap  on  the  head- 
land, or,  better  still,  to  make  two  heaps, 
one  on  the  headland  top  of  the  field,  and 
the  other  on  the  headland  at  the  bottom  of 
the  field,as  shown  in  the  annexed  engraving. 
AVe  draw  the  manure  with  a  cart,  the 
horse  walking  between  two  of  tlie  ridges 
(D),  and  the  wheels  of  the  cart  going  in  C 
and  E.  The  manure  is  pulled  out  at  the 
back  end  of  the  cart  in;;o  small  heaps, 
about  five  paces  apart. 
"  Tliat  is  what  I  object  to  with  you 
A,  B,  Manure  Heaps ;  C,  agricultural  writers,"  said  the  Doctor ;  "  you 
D,E,  Ridges,  2ifl.  apart,  gay  ';ibout  five  paces,'  and  somclinies  '  about 
five  paces  would  mean  4  yards,  and  sometimes  0  j^ards ;  and  if  3  ou 
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put  10  tons  of  manure  per  acre  in  the  one  case,  j^ou  would  put  15 
tons  in  tlio  ot'-er — which  makes  quite  a  ditierence  in  the  dose." 

The  Doctor  is  right.  Let  us  figure  a  little.  If  your  cart  holds 
20  bushels,  and  if  the  manure  weighs  75  lbs.  to  the  bushel,  and 
you  wish  to  put  on  10  tons  of  manure  per  acre,  or  1,500  bushels, 
or  13J-  cart-loads,  then,  as  there  are  43,560  square  feet  in  an  acre, 
you  want  a  bushel  of  manure  to  29  square  feet,  or  say  a  space  2 
yards  long,  by  nearly  5  feet  wide. 

Now,  as  our  ridges  are  2i  feet  apart,  and  as  our  usual  plan  is 
to  manure  5  ridges  at  a  time,  or  12|-  feet  wide,  a  load  of  20 
bushels  of  manure  will  go  over  a  space  46 1  feet  long,  nearl}',  or 
say  15i^  yards  ;  and  so,  a  load  would  make  3  heaps,  15^  feet  apart, 
and  there  would  be  6^  bushels  in  each  heap. 


If  the  manure  is  to  be  spread  on  the  surface  of  the  land,  there  is 
no  necessity  for  placing  the  heap  on  the  headland.  You  can  make 
the  heap  or  heaps. — "  Where  most  convenient,"  broke  in  the  Dea- 
con.— "  No,  not  by  any  means,"  I  replied ;  "  for  if  that  was  the 
rule,  the  men  would  certainly  put  the  heap  just  where  it  happened 
to  be  the  least  trouble  for  them  to  draw  and  throw  off  the  loads." 

The  aim  should  be  to  put  the  heap  just  where  it  will  require 
the  least  labor  to  draw  the  manure  on  to  the  land  in  the  spring. 

On  what  we  call  "  rolling,"  or  hilly  land,  I  would  i:>ut  the  heap 
on  the  highest  land,  so  that  in  the  spring  the  horses  would  l)e 
going  down  hill  with  the  full  carts  or  wagons.  Of  course,  it 
would  be  very  unwise  to  adopt  this  plan  if  the  manure  was  not 


Field,  40x20  Bods,  aTioivinrj  Positmi  oj  (wo  Ecaps  of  Ilanurc,  a,  a. 

drawn  from  the  yards  until  spring,  when  the  land  was  soft; 
but  I  am  now  speaking  of  drawing  out  the  manure  in  the  winter, 
when  there  is  sleighing,  or  when  tlic  ground  is  frozen.  No  farm- 
er will  object  to  a  little  extra  labor  for  the  teams  in  the  winter,  if 
it  will  save  work  and  time  in  the  spring. 
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If  th3  land  is  level,  then  the  heap  or  heaps  shonlcT  bs  placed 
where  the  least  distance  will  have  to  be  traveled  in  drawing  the 
manure  from  the  heap  to  the  land.  If  there  is  only  one  heap,  the 
best  point  would  be  in  the  center  of  the  field.  If  two  heaps,  and 
the  field  is  longer  than  it  is  broad,  say  20  rods  wide,  and  40  rods 
long,  then  the  heaps  should  be  made  as  shown  on  the  previous 
page. 

If  the  field  is  square,  say  40  x  40  rods,  and  we  can  have  four 
heaps  of  manure,  then,  otlier  things  being  equal,  the  best  points 
for  the  heaps  are  shown  in  the  annexed  figure : 


Field,  40x40  Rods,  shQioing  Position  of  four  Esaps  i/  JIaiiure,  a.  a,  a,  a. 

Having  determined  where  to  make  the  heaps,  the  next  question 
is  in  regard  to  size.  We  make  one  about  8  feet  wide  and  6  feet 
high,  the  length  being  determined  by  the  quantity  of  the  manure 
we  have  to  draw.  In  cold  weather,  it  is  well  to  finish  the  heap 
each  day  as  far  as  you  go,  so  that  the  sloping  side  at  the  end  of  the 
heap  will  not  be  frozen  during  the  night.  Build  up  the  sides 
square,  so  that  the  top  of  the  heap  shall  be  as  broad  as  the  bottom. 
You  will  have  to  see  that  this  is  done,  for  the  average  farm- 
man,  if  left  to  himself,  will  certainly  narrow  up  the  heap  like  the 
roof  of  a  house.  The  reason  he  does  this  is  that  he  throws  the 
manure  from  tlic  load  into  the  center  of  the  heap,  and  he  can  not 
build  up  the  sides  straight  and  square  without  getting  on  to  the 
heap  occasionally,  and  placing  a  layer  round  the  outsides.     He 
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should  be  instructed,  too,  to  break  up  the  lumps,  and  mis  tlie  ma- 
nure, working  it  over  until  it  is  looss  and  fine.  If  there  are  any 
frozen  masses  of  manure,  place  them  on  the  east  or  south  outside, 
and  not  in  the  middle  of  the  heap. 

If  tiiere  is  any  manure  in  the  sheds,  or  basements,  or  cellars,  or 
pig-pens,  clean  it  out,  and  draw  it  at  once  to  the  pile  in  the  field, 
and  mix  it  with  the  manure  you  are  drawing  from  the  heap  in 
the  yard. 

We  generally  draw  with  t^vo  teams  and  three  wagons.  We 
have  one  man  to  fill  the  wagon  in  the  yard,  and  two  men  to  drive 
and  unload.  When  the  man  comes  back  from  the  field,  he  places 
his  empty  wagon  by  the  side  of  the  heap  in  the  yard,  and  takes 
off  the  liorses  and  puts  them  to  the  loaded  wagon,  and  drives  to 
the  heap  in  the  field.  If  we  have  men  and  teams  enough,  we 
draw  with  three  teams  and  three  wagons.  In  this  case,  we  put  a 
reliable  man  at  the  heap,  who  helps  the  driver  to  unload,  and  sees 
that  the  heap  is  built  properly.  The  driver  helps  the  man  in  the 
yard  to  load  up.  In  the  former  plan,  we  have  two  teams  and  three 
men ;  in  the  latter  case,  we  have  three  teams  and  five  men,  and  as 
we  have  two  men  loading  and  unloading,  instead  of  one,  we  ought 
to  draw  out  double  the  quantity  of  manure  in  a  day.  If  the 
weather  is  cold  and  windy,  we  put  the  blankets  on  the  horses  un- 
der the  harness,  so  that  they  will  not  be  chilled  while  standing  at 
the  heap  in  the  yard  or  field.  They  will  trot  back  lively  with  the 
empty  wagon  or  sleigh,  and  the  work  will  proceed  briskly,  and 
the  manure  be  less  exposed  to  the  cold. 

"  You  do  not,"  said  the  Doctor,  "  draw  the  manure  on  to  the  heap 
with  a  cart,  and  dump  it,  as  1  have  seen  it  done  in  England  ? " 

I  did  so  a  few  yera-s  ago,  and  might  do  so  again  if  I  was  piling 
manure  in  the  spring,  to  be  kept  over  summer  for  use  in  the  fall. 
The  compression  caused  by  drawing  the  cart  over  the  manure,  hcs 
a  tendency  to  exclude  the  air  and  thus  retard  fermentation.  In 
the  winter  there  is  ccrtahily  no  necessity  for  resorting  to  any 
means  for  checking  fermentation.  In  the  spring  or  summer  it  may 
be  well  to  compress  the  heap  a  little,  but  not  more,  I  think,  tlian 
can  be  done  by  the  trampling  of  the  workman  in  spreading  the 
manure  on  the  iicap. 


"  Yon  do  not,"  said  the  Doctor,  "  adopt  the  old-fashioned  English 
plan  of  keeping  your  manure  in  a  basin  in  the  barn-yard,  and  yet 
I  should  think  it  has  some  advantages." 
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"  I  practised  it  here,"  said  I,  "  for  some  years.  I  plowed  and 
scraped  a  large  hole  or  basin  in  the  yard  four  or  five  feet  deep,  with 
a  gradual  slope  at  one  end  for  convenience  in  drawing  out  the 
loads — the  other  sides  being  much  steeper.  I  also  made  a  tank  at 
the  bottom  to  hold  the  drainage,  and  had  a  pump  in  it  to  pump 
the  liquid  back  on  to  the  heap  in  dry  weather.  We  threw  or 
wheeled  the  manure  from  the  stables  and  pig-pens  into  this  basin, 
but  I  did  not  like  the  plan,  for  two  reasons  :  (1,)  the  manure  being 
spread  over  so  large  a  surface  froze  during  winter,  and  (3,)  during 
the  spring  there  was  so  much  water  in  the  basin  that  it  checked 
fermentation." 

Now,  instead  of  spreading  it  all  over  the  basin,  we  commenced  a 
small  heap  on  one  of  the  sloping  sides  of  the  basin ;  with  a  horse 
and  cart  we  drew  to  this  heap,  just  as  winter  set  in,  every  bit  of 
manure  that  could  be  found  on  the  premises,  and  everything  that 
would  make  manure.  When  got  all  together,  it  made  a  heap  seven 
or  eight  feet  wide,  twenty  feet  long,  and  three  or  four  feet  high. 
We  then  laid  planks  on  the  heap,  and  every  day,  as  the  pig-pens, 
cow  and  horse  stables  were  cleaned  out,  the  manure  was  wheeled 
on  to  the  heap  and  shaken  out  and  spread  about.  The  heap  soon 
commenced  to  ferment,  and  when  the  cold  weather  set  in,  although 
the  sides  and  some  parts  of  the  top  froze  a  little,  the  inside  kept 
quite  warm.  Little  chimneys  were  formed  in  the  heap,  where  the 
heat  and  steam  escaped.  Other  parts  of  the  heap  would  be  covered 
with  a  thin  crust  of  frozen  manure.  By  taking  a  few  forkfuls  of 
the  latter,  and  placing  them  on  the  top  of  the  "chimneys,"  they 
checked  the  escape  of  steam,  and  had  a  tendency  to  distribute  the 
heat  to  other  parts  of  the  heap.  In  this  way  the  fermentation  be- 
came more  general  throughout  all  the  mass,  and  not  so  violent  at 
any  one  spot. 

"  But  why  be  at  all  this  trouble  ? " — For  several  reasons.  First. 
It  saves  labor  in  the  end.  Two  hours'  work,  in  winter,  will  save 
three  hours'  work  in  the  spring.  And  three  hours'  work  in  the 
spring  is  worth  more  than  four  hours'  work  in  the  winter.  So 
that  we  save  half  the  expense  of  handling  the  manure.  2d.  When 
manure  is  allowed  to  lie  scattered  about  over  a  large  surface,  it  is 
liable  to  have  much  of  its  value  washed  out  by  the  rain.  In  a  com- 
pact heap  of  this  kind,  the  rain  or  snow  that  falls  on  it  is  not  more 
than  the  manure  needs  to  keep  it  moist  enough  for  fermentation. 
3d.  There  is  as  much  fascination  in  this  fermenting  heap  of 
manure  as  there  is  in  having  money  in  a  savings  bank.  One  is 
continually  trying  to  add  to  it.  Many  a  cart-load  or  Avheel-barrow- 
ful  of  material  will  be  deposited  that  would  otherwise  be  allowed 
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to  run  to  waste.  4tli.  The  manure,  if  turned  over  in  February  or 
March,  will  be  in  capital  order  for  applying  to  root  crops  ;  or  if 
your  hay  and  straw  contains  weed-seeds,  the  manure  will  be  in 
good  condition  to  spread  as  a  top-dressing  on  grass-land  early  in 
the  spring.  This,  I  think,  is  better  than  keeping  it  in  the  yards 
all  summer,  and  then  drawing  it  out  on  the  grass  land  in  Septem- 
ber. You  gain  six  months'  or  a  year's  time.  You  get  a  splendid 
growth  of  rich  grass,  and  the  red-root  seeds  will  germinate  next 
September  just  as  well  as  if  the  manure  was  drawn  out  at  that 
time.  If  the  manure  is  drawn  out  early  in  the  spring,  and  spread 
out  immediately,  and  then  harrowed  two  or  three  times  with  a 
Tliomas'  sraoothing-harrow,  there  is  no  danger  of  its  imparting  a 
rank  flavor  to  the  grass.  I  know  from  repeated  trials  that  when 
part  of  a  pasture  is  top-dressed,  cows  and  sheep  will  keep  it  much 
more  closely  cropped  down  than  the  part  which  has  not  been 
manured.  The  idea  to  the  contrary  originated  from  not  sj^read- 
ing  the  manure  evenly. 

"  But  why  ferment  the  manure  at  all  ?  Why  not  draw  it  out 
fresh  from  the  yards  ?  Does  fermentation  increase  the  amount  of 
plant-food  in  the  manure  ?  " — No.  But  it  renders  the  plant-food 
in  the  manure  more  immediately  available.  It  makes  it  more 
soluble.  We  ferment  manure  for  the  same  reason  that  we  de- 
compose bone-dust  or  mineral  phosphates  with  sulphuric  acid,  and 
convert  them  into  superphosphate,  or  for  the  same  reason  that  we 
grind  our  corn  and  cook  the  meal.  These  processes  add  nothing 
to  the  amount  of  plant- food  in  the  bones  or  the  nutriment  in  the 
corn.  They  only  increase  its  availability.  So  in  fermenting 
manure.  When  the  liquid  and  solid  excrements  from  well-fed 
animals,  with  the  straw  necessary  to  absorb  the  liquid,  are  placed 
in  a  heap,  fermentation  sets  in  and  soon  effects  very  important 
changes  in  the  nature  and  composition  of  the  materials.  The  in- 
soluble woody  fibre  of  the  straw  is  decomposed  and  converted  into 
humic  and  ulmic  acids.  These  are  insoluble ;  and  when  manure 
consists  almost  wholly  of  straw  or  corn  stalks,  there  would  be 
little  gained  by  fermenting  it.  But  when  there  is  a  good  propor- 
tion of  manure  from  well  fed  animals  in  the  heap,  carbonate  of 
ammonia  is  formed  from  the  nitrogenous  compounds  in  the 
manure,  and  this  ammonia  unites  with  the  humic  and  ulmic  acids 
and  forms  humatc  and  ulmate  of  ammonia.  These  ammoniacal 
Baits  arc  soluble  in  water — as  the  brown  color  of  the  drainings  of 
a  manure  heap  sufficiently  indicates. 

Properly  fermented  manure,  therefore,  of  good  qualitj',  is  a 
much  more  active  and  immediately  useful  fertilizer  than  fresh,  un- 
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fermented  manure.  There  need  be  no  loss  of  ammonia  from 
evaporation,  and  the  manure  is  far  less  bulky,  and  costs  far  less 
labor  to  draw  out  and  spread.  The  only  loss  that  is  likely  to 
occur  is  from  leaching,  and  this  must  be  specially  guarded  against. 


CHAPTEK    XXI. 

THE   MANAGEMENT    OF   MANURES.— Contij^ued. 
WHY  DO  WE  PERMENT  MANURE? 

However  much  farmers  may  differ  in  regard  to  the  advantages 
or  disadvantages  of  fermenting  manure,  I  have  never  met  with 
one  who  contended  that  it  was  good,  either  in  theory  or  practice, 
to  leave  manure  for  months,  scattered  over  a  barn-yard,  exposed 
to  the  spring  and  autumn  rains,  and  to  the  summer's  sun  and 
wind.  All  admit  that,  if  it  is  necessary  to  leave  manure  in  the 
yards,  it  should  be  cither  thrown  into  a  basin,  or  put  into  a  pile 
or  heap,  where  it  will  be  compact,  and  not  much  exposed. 

We  did  not  need  the  experiments  of  Dr.  Voelcker  to  convince 
us  that  there  was  great  waste  in  leaving  manure  exposed  to  the 
leaching  action  of  our  heavy  rains.  We  did  not  know  exactly  how 
much  we  lost,  but  we  knew  it  must  be  considerable.  No  one  ad- 
vocates the  practice  of  exposing  manure,  and  it  is  of  no  use  to  dis- 
cuss the  matter.  All  will  admit  that  it  is  unwise  and  wasteful  to 
allow  manure  to  lie  scattered  and  exposed  over  the  barn- yards 
any  longer  than  is  absolutely  necessary. 

We  should  either  draw  it  directly  to  the  field  and  use  it,  or  we 
should  make  it  into  a  compact  heap,  where  it  will  not  receive 
more  rain  than  is  needed  to  keep  it  moist. 

One  reason  for  piling  manure,  therefore,  is  to  preserve  it  from 
loss,  until  we  wish  to  use  it  on  the  land. 

"  We  all  admit  that,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  but  is  there  anything 
actually  gained  by  fermenting  it  in  the  heap  ? " — In  one  sense, 
no  ;  but  in  another,  and  very  important  sense,  yes.  When  we 
cook  corn -meal  for  our  little  pigs,  wo  add  nothing  to  it.  We  have 
no  more  meal  after  it  is  cooked  than  before.  There  are  no  more 
starch,  or  oil,  or  nitrogenous  matters  in  the  meal,  but  we  think  the 
pigs  can  digest  the  food  more  readily.     And  so,  in  fermenting 
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manure,  we  add  nothing  to  it ;  there  is  no  more  actual  nitrogen, 
or  phosplioric  acid,  or  potash,  or  any  other  ingredient  after  fer- 
mentation than  there  was  before,  but  these  uigredients  are  rendered 
more  soluble,  and  can  be  more  rapidly  taken  up  by  the  plants.  In 
this  sense,  therefore,  there  is  a  great  gain. 

One  thing  is  certain,  we  do  not,  in  many  cases,  get  anything 
like  as  much  benelit  from  our  manure  as  the  ingredients  it  con- 
tains would  lead  us  to  expect. 

Mr.  Lawes,  on  his  clayey  soil  at  Rothamsted,  England,  has 
grown  over  thirty  crops  of  wheat,  year  after  year,  on  the  same 
laud.  One  plot  has  received  14  tons  of  barn-yard  manure  per 
acre  every  year,  and  yet  the  produce  from  this  plot  is  no  larger, 
and,  in  fact,  is  frequently  much  less,  than  from  a  few  hundred 
pounds  of  artificial  manure  containing  far  less  nitrogen. 

For  nineteen  years,  1852  to  1870,  some  of  the  plots  have  received 
the  sama  manure  year  after  year.  The  following  shows  the  aver- 
ar/e  yield  for  the  nineteen  years : 

Wheat  Straw 

per  acre.  per  acre. 

Plot  5. — Mixed  mmeral  manure,  alone 17  bus.  15  cwi. 

"    6. — Mixed  mineral  manm-e,  and  200  lbs.  ammo- 

niacal  salts 27  bus.  25  cwt. 

"    7. — Mixed  mineral  manure,  and  400  lbs.  ammo- 

niacal  salts E6  bus.  SO  cwt. 

"    9. — Mixed  mineral  manure,  and  550  lbs.  nitrate 

of  soda 37  bus.  41  cwt. 

"    2. — 14  tons  farm-yard  dung tG  bus.  34  cwt. 

The  14  tons  (31,360  lbs.)  of  farm-yard  manure  contained  about 
8,540  lbs.  organic  matter,  8G8  lbs.  mineral  matter,  and  200  lbs.  ni- 
trogen. The  400  lbs.  of  ammoniacal  salts,  and  the  550  lbs.  nitrate 
of  soda,  each  contained  82  lbs.  of  nitrogen;  and  it  will  be  seen 
that  this  82  lbs.  of  nitrogen  produced  as  great  an  effect  as  the  200 
lbs.  of  nitrogen  in  barn-yard  manure. 

Similar  experiments  have  been  made  on  barley,  with  even  more 
striking  results.  The  plot  dressed  with  300  lbs.  superphosphate  of 
lime,  and  200  lbs.  ammoniacal  salts  per  acre,  produced  as  large  a 
crop  as  14  tons  of  farm-yard  manure.  The  average  yield  of  barley 
for  nineteen  crops  grown  on  the  same  land  each  year  was  48  bus.  and 
28  cwt.  ox  straw  per  acre  on  both  plots.  In  other  words,  41  lbs.  of 
nitrogen,  in  ammoniacal  salts,  produced  as  great  an  effect  as  200 
lbs.  of  nitrogen  in  farm-yard  manure  !  During  the  nineteen  years, 
one  plot  had  received  162,260  lbs.  of  organic  matter,  16,492  lbs.  of 
mineral  matter,  and  3,800  lbs.  of  nitrogen ;  while  the  other  had 
received  only  5,700  lbs.  mineral  matter,  and  779  lbs.  of  nitrogen — 
and  yet  one  has  produced  as  large  a  crop  as  the  other. 
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Why  this  difference  ?  It  will  not  do  to  say  that  more  nitrogen 
was  applied  in  the  farm-yard  manure  than  was  needed.  Mr. 
Lawes  says  :  "  For  some  years,  an  amount  of  ammonia-salts,  con- 
taining 82  lbs.  of  nitrogen,  was  applied  to  one  series  of  plots  (on 
barley),  but  this  was  found  to  be  too  much,  the  crop  generally 
being  too  heavy  and  laid.  Yet  probably  about  200  lbs.  of  nitrogen 
was  annually  supplied  in  the  dung,  but  with  it  there  was  no  over- 
luxuriance,  and  no  more  crop,  than  where  41  lbs.  of  nitrogen  was 
supplied  in  the  form  of  ammonia  or  nitric  acid." 

It  would  seem  that  there  can  be  but  one  explanation  of  these 
accurately-ascertained  facts.  The  nitrogenous  matter  in  the  ma- 
nure is  not  in  an  available  condition.  It  is  in  the  manure,  but  the 
plants  can  not  take  it  up  until  it  is  decomposed  and  rendered  sol- 
uble. Dr.  VcElcker  analyzed  "  perfectly  fresh  horse-dung,"  and 
found  that  of  free  ammonia  there  was  not  more  than  one  pound 
in  15  tons  !  And  yet  these  15  tons  contained  nitrogen  enough  to 
furnish  140  lbs.  of  ammonia. 

"  But,"  it  may  be  aslied,  "  will  not  this  fresh  manure  decompose 
in  the  soil,  and  furnish  ammonia  ?  "  In  light,  sandy  soil,  I  pre- 
sume it  will  do  so  to  a  considerable  extent.  We  know  that  clay 
mixed  with  manure  retards  fermentation,  but  sand  mixed  with 
manure  accelerates  fermentation.  This,  at  any  rate,  is  the  case 
when  sand  is  added  in  small  quantities  to  a  heap  of  fermenting 
manure.  But  I  do  not  suppose  it  would  have  the  same  effect  when 
a  small  quantity  of  manure  is  mixed  with  a  large  amount  of  sand, 
as  is  the  case  when  manure  is  applied  to  land,  and  plowed  under. 
At  any  rate,  practical  farmers,  with  almost  entire  unanimity,  think 
well-rotted  manure  is  better  for  sandy  land  than  fresh  manure. 

As  to  how  rapidly,  or  ratlier  how  slowly,  manure  decomposes 
in  a  rather  heavy  loamy  soil,  the  above  experiments  of  Mr.  Lawes 
afford  very  conclusive,  but  at  the  same  time  very  discouraging 
evidence.  During  the  19  years,  8,800  lbs.  of  nitrogen,  and  16,493 
lbs.  of  mineral  matter,  in  the  form  of  farm-yard  manure,  were  ap- 
plied to  an  acre  of  land,  and  the  19  crops  of  barley  in  grain  and 
straw  removed  only  3,724  lbs.  of  mineral  matter,  and  1,064  lbs.  of 
nitrogen.  The  soil  now  contains,  unless  it  has  drained  away, 
l,7o6  lbs.  more  nitrogen  per  acre  than  it  did  when  the  experiments 
commenced.  And  yet  41  lbs.  of  nitrogen  in  an  available  condit.'on 
is  sufficient  to  produce  a  good  large  crop  of  barley,  and  82  lbs.  per 
acre  furnished  more  than  the  plants  could  organize. 

"  Those  are  very  interesting  experiments,"  said  the  Doctor,  "  ani 
show  why  it  is  that  our  farmers  can  afford  to  pay  a  higlicr  price 
for  nitrogen  and  phosphoric  acid  in  superphospliatc,  and  other  ar- 
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tificial  manures,  than  for  the  same  amount  of  nitrogen  and  phos- 
phoric acid  in  stable-manure." 

Wc  will  not  discuss  this  point  at  present.  What  I  want  to  as- 
certain is,  whether  we  can  not  find  some  method  of  making  our 
farm-yard  manure  more  readily  available.  Piling  it  up,  and  let- 
ting it  ferment,  is  one  method  of  doing  this,  though  I  think  other 
methods  will  yet  be  discovered.  Possibly  it  will  be  found  that 
spreading  well-rotted  manure  on  the  surface  of  the  land  will  be 
one  of  the  most  practical  and  simplest  methods  of  accomplishing 
this  object. 

"We  pile  the  manure,  therefore,"  said  Charley,  "first,  because 
we  do  not  wish  it  to  lie  exposed  to  the  rain  in  the  j-ards, 
and,  second,  because  fermenting  it  in  the  heap  renders  it  more 
soluble,  and  otherwise  more  available  for  the  crops,  when  applied 
to  the  land." 

That  is  it  exactly,  and  another  reason  for  piling  manure  is,  that 
the  fermentation  greatly  reduces  its  bulk,  and  we  have  less  labor 
to  perform  in  drawing  it  out  and  spreading  it.  Ellwanger  & 
Barry,  who  draw  several  thousand  loads  of  stable-manure  every 
year,  and  pile  it  up  to  ferment,  tell  me  that  it  takes  three  loads  of 
fresh  manure  to  make  one  load  of  rotted  manure.  This,  of  course, 
has  reference  to  bulk,  and  not  weight.  Three  tons  of  fresh  barn-yard 
manure,  according  to  the  experiments  of  Dr.  Ycelcker,  will  make 
about  two  tons  when  well  rotted.  Even  this  is  a  great  saving  of 
labor,  and  the  rotted  manure  can  be  more  easily  spread,  and  mixed 
more  thoroughly  with  the  soil — a  point  of  great  importance. 


"  Another  reason  for  fermenting  manure,"  said  the  Squire,  "  is 
the  destruction  of  weed-seeds." 

"  That  is  true,"  said  I,  "  and  a  very  important  reason  ;  but  I  try 
not  to  think  about  this  method  of  killing  weed-seeds.  It  is  a  great 
deal  better  to  kill  the  weeds.  There  can  be  no  doubt  that  a  fer- 
menting manure-heap  will  kill  many  of  the  weed-seeds,  but  enough 
will  usually  escape  to  re-seed  the  land." 

It  is  fortunate,  however,  that  the  best  means  to  kill  weed-seeds 
in  the  manure,  arc  also  the  best  for  rendering  the  manure  most 
efficient.  I  was  talking  to  John  Johnston  on  this  subject  a  few 
days  ago.     He  told  me  how  he  piled  manure  in  his  yards. 

"  I  commence,"  he  said,  "  where  the  heap  is  intended  to  be,  and 
throw  the  manure  on  one  side,  until  the  bare  ground  is  reached." 

"  What  is  the  use  of  that  ?"  I  asked. 

"  If  you  do  not  do  so,"  he  replied,  "  there  will  be  some  portion  of 
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the  manure  under  the  heap  that  will  be  so  compact  that  it  will  not 

ferment,  and  the  weed-seeds  will  not  be  killed." 

"  You  think,"  said  I,  "  that  weed-seeds  can  be  killed  in  this  way? " 
"  I  know  they  can,"  he  replied,"  but  the  heap  must  be  carefully 

made,  so  that  it  will  ferment  evenly,  and  when  the  pile  is  turned 

the  bottom  and  sides  should  be  thrown  into  the  center  of  the  heap." 

LOSS    OF  AMMONIA   BY    FERMENTING    MANURE. 

If  you  throw  a  quantity  of  fresh  horse-manure  into  a  loose  heap, 
fermentation  proceeds  with  great  rapidity.  Much  heat  is  produced, 
and  if  the  manure  is  under  cover,  or  there  is  not  rain  enough  to 
keep  the  heap  moist,  the  manure  will  "fire-fang"  and  a  large  pro- 
portion of  the  carbonate  of  ammonia  produced  by  the  fermentation 
will  escape  into  the  atmosphere  and  be  lost. 

As  I  have  said  before,  we  use  our  horse-manure  for  bedding  the 
store  and  fattening  pigs.  We  throw  the  m-anure  every  morning 
and  evening,  when  the  stable  is  cleaned  out,  into  an  empty  stall 
near  the  door  of  the  stable,  and  there  it  remains  until  wanted  to 
bed  the  pigs.  We  find  it  is  necessary  to  remove  it  frequently, 
especially  in  the  summer,  as  fermentation  soon  sets  in,  and  the 
escape  of  the  ammonia  is  detected  by  its  well  known  pungent 
smell.  Throw  this  manure  into  the  pig-cellar  and  let  the  pigs 
trample  it  down,  and  there  is  no  longer  any  escape  of  ammonia. 
At  any  rate,  I  have  never  perceived  any.  Litmus  paper  will  detect 
ammonia  in  an  atmosphere  containing  only  one  seventy-five 
thousandth  part  of  it;  and,  as  Prof.  S.  AV.  Johnson  once  remarked, 
"It  is  certain  that  a  healthy  nose  is  not  far  inferior  in  delicacy  to 
litmus  paper."  I  feel  sure  that  no  ammonia  escapes  from  this 
horse-manure  after  it  is  trampled  down  by  the  pigs,  although  it 
contains  an  additional  quantity  of  "  potential  ammonia  "  from  the 
liquid  and  solid  droppings  of  these  animals. 

Water  has  a  strong  attraction  for  ammonia.  One  gallon  of  ice- 
cold  water  will  absorb  1,150  gallons  of  ammonia. 

If  the  manure,  therefore,  is  moderately  moist,  the  ammonia  is 
not  likely  to  escape.  Furthermore,  as  Dr.  Vcslcker  has  shown  us, 
during  the  fermentation  of  the  manure  in  a  heap,  ulmic  and  humic, 
crenic  and  aprocrenic  acids  are  produced,  and  these  unite  with 
the  ammonia  and  "fix"  it — in  other  words,  they  change  it  from 
a  volatile  gas  into  a  non-volatile  salt. 

If  the  heap  of  manure,  therefore,  is  moist  enough  and  large 
enough,  all  the  evidence  goes  to  show,  that  there  is  little  or  no 
loss  of  ammonia.  If  the  centre  of  the  heap  gets  so  hot  and  so  dry 
that  the  ammonia  is  not  retained,  there  is  still  no  necessity  for  losa 
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The  sides  of  the  heap  are  cool  and  moist,  and  will  retain  the  car- 
bonate of  ammonia,  the  acids  mentioned  also  coming  into  pla^-. 

The  ammonia  is  much  more  likely  to  escape  from  the  top  of  the 
heap  than  from  the  sides.  TJie  heat  and  steam  form  little  chim- 
neys, and  when  a  fermenting  manure-heap  is  covered  with  snow, 
these  little  chimnej's  are  readily  seen.  If  you  thinli  the  manure  is 
fermenting  too  rapidly,  and  that  the  ammonia  is  escaping,  trample 
the  manure  down  firmly  about  the  chimneys,  thus  closing  them  up, 
and  if  need  be,  or  if  convenient,  throw  more  manure  on  top,  or 
throw  on  a  few  pailfuls  of  water. 

It  is  a  good  plan,  too,  where  convenient,  to  cover  the  heap  with 
soil.  I  sometimes  do  this  when  piling  manure  in  the  field,  not 
from  fear  of  losing  ammonia,  but  in  order  to  retain  moisture  in 
the  heap.  With  proper  precautions,  I  think  we  may  safel}^  dismiss 
the  idea  of  any  serious  loss  of  ammonia  from  fermenting  manure. 

THE   WASTE    OF    MANURE    PROM    LEACHING. 

As  we  have  endeavored  to  show,  there  is  little  danger  of  losing 
ammonia  by  keeping  and  fermenting  manure.  But  this  is  not  the 
only  question  to  be  considered.  We  have  seen  that  in  10,000  lbs. 
of  fresh  farm-yard  manure,  there  is  about  64  lbs.  of  nitrogen.  Of 
this,  about  15  lbs.  are  soluble,  and  49  lbs.  insoluble.  Of  mineral 
matter,  we  have  in  this  quantity  of  manure,  559  lbs.,  of  which  154 
lbs.  are  soluble  in  water,  and  405  lbs.  insoluble.  If  we  had  a  heap 
of  five  tons  of  fermenting  manure  in  a  stable,  the  escape  of  lialf  an 
ounce  of  carbonate  of  ammonia  would  make  a  tremendous  smell, 
and  we  should  at  once  use  means  to  check  the  escape  of  this  pre- 
cious substance.  But  it  will  be  seen  that  we  have  in  this  five  tons 
of  fresh  manure,  nitrogenous  matter,  capable  of  forming  over 
180  lbs.  of  carbonate  of  ammonia,  over  42  lbs.  of  which  is  in  a 
soluble  condition.  This  may  be  leached  day  after  day,  slowlj-  and 
imperceptibly,  with  no  heat,  or  smell,  to  attract  attention. 

How  often  do  we  see  manure  lying  under  the  eaves  of  an  un- 
spouted  shed  or  barn,  where  one  of  our  heavy  showers  will  satu- 
rate it  in  a  few  minutes,  and  yet  where  it  will  lie  for  hours,  and 
days,  and  weeks,  until  it  would  seem  that  a  large  proportion  of  its 
soluble  matter  would  be  washed  out  of  it !  The  loss  is  unques- 
tionably very  great,  and  would  be  greater  if  it  were  not  for  the 
coarse  nature  of  the  material,  which  allows  the  water  to  pas3 
through  it  rapidly  and  without  coming  in  direct  contact  with  only 
the  outside  portions  of  the  particles  of  hay,  straw,  etc.,  of  which 
the  manure  is  largely  composed.  If  the  manure  was  ground  up 
very  fine,  as  it  would  be  when  prepared  for  analysis,  the  loss  of 
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soluble  matter  -would  be  still  more  serious.  Or,  if  the  manure  was 
first  fermented,  so  that  the  particles  of  matter  would  be  more  or 
less  decomposed  and  broken  up  fine,  the  rain  would  wash  out  a 
large  amount  of  soluble  matter,  and  prove  much  more  injurious 
than  if  the  manure  was  fresh  and  unfermented. 

"  That  is  an  argument,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  against  your  plan  of 
piling  and  fermenting  manure." 

"  Not  at  all,"  I  replied  ;  "  it  is  a  strong  reason  for  not  letting 
manure  lie  under  the  eaves  of  an  vmspouted  building — especially 
good  manure,  that  is  made  from  rich  food.  The  better  the  manure, 
tbs  more  it  will  lose  from  bad  management.  I  have  never 
recommended  any  one  to  pile  their  manure  where  it  would  receive 
from  ten  to  twenty  times  as  much  water  as  would  fall  on  the  sur- 
face of  the  heap." 

"  But  you  do  recommend  piling  manure  and  fermenting  it  in  the 
open  air  and  keeping  the  top  flat,  so  that  it  will  catch  all  the  rain, 
and  I  think  your  heaps  must  sometimes  get  pretty  well  soaked." 

"  Soaking  the  heap  of  manure,"  I  replied,  "  does  not  wash  out 
any  of  its  soluble  matter,  pro'vided  you  carry  the  matter  no  further 
than  the  point  of  saturation.  The  water  may,  and  doubtless  does, 
wash  out  the  soluble  matter  from  some  portions  of  the  manure,  but 
if  the  water  does  not  filter  through  the  heap,  but  is  all  absorbed  by 
the  manure,  there  is  no  loss.  It  is  when  the  water  passes  through 
the  heap  that  it  runs  away  with  our  soluble  nitrogenous  and  min- 
eral matter,  and  with  any  ready  formed  ammonia  it  may  find  in 
the  manure." 


How  to  keep  cows  tied  up  in  the  barn,  and  at  the  same  time 
save  all  the  urine,  is  one  of  the  most  difficult  problems  I  have  to 
deal  with  in  the  management  of  manure  on  my  farm.  The  best 
plan  I  have  yet  tried  is,  to  throw  horse-manure,  or  sheep-manure, 
back  of  the  cows,  where  it  will  receive  and  absorb  the  urine.  The 
plan  works  well,  but  it  is  a  question  of  labor,  and  the  answer  will 
depend  on  the  arrangement  of  the  buildings.  If  the  horses  are 
kept  near  the  cows,  it  will  be  little  trouble  to  throw  the  horse- 
litter,  every  day,  under  or  back  of  the  cows. 

In  my  own  case,  my  cows  are  kept  in  a  basement,  with  a  tight 
barn-floor  overhead.  When  this  barn-floor  is  occupied  with  sheep, 
we  keep  them  well-bedded  with  straw,  and  it  is  an  easy  matter  to 
throw  this  soiled  bedding  down  to  the  cow-stable  below,  where  it 
is  used  to  absorb  the  urine  of  the  cows,  and  is  then  wheeled  out  to 
the  manure-heap  in  the  yard. 

At  other  times,  we  use  dry  earth  as  an  absorbent. 
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CHAPTER     XXII. 
MANUKE    ON    DAIRY-FARMS. 

Farms  devoted  principally  to  dairying  ought  to  be  richer  and 
more  productive  than  farms  largely  devoted  to  the  production  of 
grain. 

Nearly  all  the  produce  of  the  farm  is  used  to  feed  the  cows,  and 
little  is  sold  but  millv,  or  cheese,  or  butter. 

When  butter  alone  is  sold,  there  ought  to  be  no  loss  of  fertilizing 
matter — as  pure  butter  or  oil  contains  no  nitrogen,  phosphoric 
acid,  or  potash.  It  contains  nothing  but  carbonaceous  matter, 
which  can  be  removed  from  the  farm  without  detriment. 

And  even  in  the  case  of  milk,  or  cheese,  the  advantage  is  all  on 
the  side  of  the  dairyman,  as  compared  with  the  grain-grower.  A 
dollar's  worth  of  milk  or  cheese  removes  far  less  nitrogen,  phos- 
phoric acid,  and  potash,  than  a  dollar's  worth  of  wheat  or  other 
grain.  Five  hundred  lbs.  of  cheese  contains  about  25  lbs.  of  nitro- 
gen, and  20  lbs.  of  mineral  matter.  A  cow  that  would  make  this 
amount  of  cheese  would  eat  not  less  than  six  tons  of  haj^,  or  its 
equivalent  in  grass  or  grain,  in  a  year.  And  this  amount  of  food, 
supposing  it  to  be  half  clover  and  half  ordinary  meadow-hay, 
would  contain  240  lbs.  of  nitrogen  and  810  lbs.  of  mineral  matter. 
In  other  words,  a  cow  eats  240  lbs.  of  nitrogen,  and  25  lbs.  are  re- 
moved in  the  cheese,  or  not  quite  lOt  per  cent,  and  of  mineral 
matter  not  quite  2|  per  cent  is  removed.  If  it  takes  three  acres 
to  produce  this  amount  of  food,  there  will  be  8J-  lbs.  of  nitrogen 
removed  by  the  cheese,  per  acre,  while  30  bushels  of  wheat  would 
remove  in  the  grain  32  lbs.  of  nitrogen,  and  10  to  15  lbs.  in  the 
straw.  So  that  a  crop  of  wheat  removes  from  five  to  six  times  as 
much  nitrogen  per  acre  as  a  crop  of  cheese  ;  and  the  removal  of 
mineral  matter  in  cheese  is  quite  insignificant  as  compared  with 
the  amount  removed  in  a  crop  of  wheat  or  corn.  If  our  grain- 
growing  farmers  can  keep  up  the  fertility  of  their  land,  as  they 
undoubtedly  can,  the  dairjTuen  ought  to  be  making  theirs  richer 
and  more  productive  every  year. 

"  All  that  is  quite  true,"  said  the  Doctor,  "  and  yet  from  what  I 
have  seen  and  heard,  the  farms  in  the  dairy  districts,  do  not,  as  a 
rule,  show  any  rapid  improvement.  In  fact,  we  hear  it  often 
alleged  that  the  soil  is  becoming  exhausted  of  phosphates,  and  that 
the  quantity  and  quality  of  the  grass  is  deteriorating.'' 
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"There  may  be  some  truth  in  this,"  said  I,  "  aucl  yet  I  -n'ill 
hazard  the  prediction  that  in  no  other  branch  of  agriculture  shall 
we  witness  a  more  decided  improvement  during  the  next  twenty- 
five  years  than  on  farms  largely  devoted  to  the  dairy.  Grain-grow- 
ing farmers,  like  our  friend  the  Deacon,  here,  who  sells  his  grain 
and  never  brings  home  a  load  of  manure,  and  rarely  buys  even  a 
ton  of  bran  to  feed  to  stock,  and  who  sells  more  or  less  hay,  must 
certainly  be  impoverishing  their  soils  of  phosphates  much  more 
rapidly  than  the  dairyman  who  consumes  nearly  all  his  produce 
on  the  farm,  and  sells  little  except  milk,  butter,  cheese,  young 
calves,  and  old  cows." 

"Bones  had  a  wonderful  effect,"  said  the  Doctor,  "  on  the  old 
pastures  in  the  dairy  district  of  Cheshire  in  England." 

"  Undoubtedly,"  I  replied,  "and  so  they  will  here,  and  so  would 
well-rolted  manure.  There  is  nothing  in  this  fact  to  prove  that 
dairying  specially  robs  the  soil  of  phosphates.  It  is  not  phosphates 
that  the  dairyman  needs  so  much  as  richer  manure." 

"  What  would  you  add  to  the  manure  to  make  it  richer?"  asked 
the  Doctor. 

"Nitrogen,  phosphoric  acid,  and  potash,"  I  replied. 

"  But  how  ? "  asked  the  Deacon. 

"  I  suppose,"  said  the  Doctor,  "  by  buying  guano  and  the  German 
potash  salts." 

"  That  would  be  a  good  plan,"  said  I ;  "  but  I  would  do  it  by  buy- 
ing bran,  mill-feed,  brewer's-grains,  malt-combs,  corn-meal,  oil- 
cake, or  whatever  was  best  and  cheapest  in  proportion  to  value. 
Bran  or  mill-feed  can  often  be  bought  at  a  price  at  which  it  will  pay 
to  use  it  freely  for  manure.  A  few  tons  of  bran  worked  into  a 
pile  of  cow-dung  would  warm  it  up  and  add  considerably  to  its 
value.  It  would  supply  the  nitrogen,  phosphoric  acid,  and  potash, 
in  which  ordinary  manure  is  deficient.  In  short,  it  would  convert 
poor  manure  into  rich  manure." 

"  Well,  well,"  exclaimed  the  Deacon, "  I  knew  you  talked  of  mix- 
ing dried-blood  and  bone-dust  with  your  manure,  but  I  did  not 
think  you  would  advocate  anything  quite  so  extravagant  as  taking 
good,  wholesome  bran  and  spout-feed  and  throwing  it  on  to  your 
manure-pile." 

"Why,  Deacon,"  said  I,  "we  do  it  every  day.  I  am  putting 
about  a  ton  of  spout-feed,  malt-combs  and  corn-meal  each  week 
into  my  manure-pile,  and  that  is  the  reason  why  it  ferments  so 
readily  even  in  the  winter.  It  converts  my  poor  manure  into  good, 
rich,  well-decomposed  dung,  one  load  of  Avhich  is  worth  three  loads 
of  your  long,  strawy  manure." 
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"Do  you  not  wet  it  and  let  it  ferment  before  putting  it  in  tlie 
pile?" 

"No,  Deacon,"  said  I,  "I  feed  tlic  bran,  malt-combs  and  corn- 
meal  to  the  cows,  pigs,  and  sheep,  and  let  them  do  the  mixing. 
They  work  it  up  fine,  moisten  it,  break  up  the  particles,  take  out 
the  carbonaceous  matter,  which  we  do  not  need  for  manure,  and 
the  cows  and  sheep  and  horses  mix  it  up  thoroughly  with  the  hay, 
straw,  and  corn-stalks,  leaving  the  whole  in  just  the  right  con- 
dition to  put  into  a  pile  to  ferment  or  to  applj^  directly  to  the  land." 

"  Oh  !  I  see,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  I  did  not  think  you  used  bran 
for  manure." 

"  Yes,  I  do.  Deacon,"  said  I,  "  but  I  use  it  for  food^rs^,  and  this 
is  precisely  what  I  would  urge  you  and  all  others  to  do.  I  feel 
sure  that  our  dairymen  can  well  aflFord  to  buy  more  mill-feed, 
corn-meal,  oil-cake,  etc.,  and  mix  it  with  their  cow-dung — or 
rather,  let  the  cows  do  the  mixing." 

LETTER   FROM    THE   HON.  HARRIS   LEWIS, 

I  wrote  to  the  Hon.  Harris  Lewis,  the  welllvnown  dairyman  of 
Herkimer  Co.,  N.  Y.,  asking  him  some  questions  in  regard  to  mak- 
ing and  managing  manure  on  dairy  farms.  The  questions  will  bo 
understood  from  the  ansv/ers.     He  writes  as  follows : 

"  My  Friend  Harris. — This  being  the  first  leisure  time  I  have  had 
since  the  receipt  of  your  last  letter,  I  devote  it  to  answering  your 
questions  : 

"  1st.  I  have  no  manure  cellar. 

"I  bed  my  cows  with  dry  basswood  sawdust ,  saving  all  Ihe 
liquid  manure,  keeping  the  cows  clean,  and  the  stable  odors  down 
to  a  tolerable  degree.  This  bedding  breaks  up  the  tenacity  of  the 
cow-manure,  rendering  it  as  easy  to  pulverize  and  manage  as  clear 
horse-manure.  I  would  say  it  is  just  lovclj^  to  bed  cows  with  dry 
basswood  sawdust.  This  manure,  if  left  ia  a  large  pile,  will  ferment 
and  burn  like  horse-manure  in  about  10  days.  Hence  I  draw  it 
out  as  made  where  I  desire  to  use  it,  leaving  it  in  small  heaps,  con- 
venient to  spread. 

"  My  pigs  and  calves  are  bedded  with  straw,  and  tbis  is  piled 
and  rotted  before  using. 

"  I  use  most  of  my  manure  on  grass  land,  and  mangels,  some  on 
corn  and  potatoes ;  but  it  pays  me  best,  when  in  proper  condition, 
to  apply  all  I  do  not  need  for  mangels,  on  meadow  and  pasture. 

"Forty  loads,  or  about  18  to  20  cords  is  a  homoeopathic  dose  for 
an  acre,  and  this  quantity,  or  more,  applied  once  in  three  years  to 
grass  land,  agrees  with  it  first  rate. 
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"  The  land  where  I  grow  mangels  gets  about  this  dose  every  year. 

"  I  would  say  that  my  up-land  meadows  have  been  mown  twice 
each  year  for  a  great  many  years. 

"  I  have  been  using  refuse  salt  from  Syracuse,  on  my  mangels, 
at  the  rate  of  about  six  bushels  per  acre,  applied  broadcast  in  two 
applications.  My  hen-manure  is  pulverized,  and  sifted  through  a 
common  coal  sieve.  The  fine  I  use  for  dusting  the  mangels  after 
they  have  been  singled  out,  and  the  lumps,  if  any,  are  used  to 
warm  up  the  red  peppers. 

"  I  have  sometimes  mixed  my  hen-manure  with  dry  muck,  in 
the  proportion  of  one  bushel  of  hen-manure  to  10  of  muck,  and 
received  a  profit  from  it  too  big  to  tell  of,  on  corn,  and  on  mangels. 

"I  have  sprinkled  the  refuse  salt  on  my  cow-stable  floors  some- 
times, but  where  all  the  liquid  is  saved,  I  think  we  have  salt  enough 
for  most  crops. 

"  I  have  abandoned  the  use  of  plaster  on  my  pastures  for  the 
reason  that  milk  produced  on  green-clover  is  not  so  good  as  that 
produced  on  the  grasses  proper.  I  use  all  the  wood  ashes  I  can  get, 
on  my  mangels  as  a  duster,  and  consider  their  value  greater  than 
the  burners  do  who  sell  them  to  me  for  15  cts.  a  bushel.  I  have 
never  used  much  lime,  and  have  not  received  the  expected  benefits 
from  its  use  so  far.  But  wood  ashes  agree  w"itli  my  land  as  well 
as  manure  does.  The  last  question  you  ask,  but  one,  is  this: 
'  What  is  the  usual  plan  of  managing  manure  iu  the  dairy  districts  ? ' 
The  usual  method  is  to  cut  holes  in  the  sides  of  the  stable,  about 
every  ten  feet  along  the  whole  length  of  the  barn  behind  the  cows, 
and  pitch  the  manure  out  through  these  holes,  under  the  eaves  of 
the  barn,  where  it  remains  until  too  much  in  the  way,  when  it  is 
drawn  out  and  commonly  applied  to  grass  land  iu  lumps  as  big  as 
your  head.  This  practice  is  getting  out  of  fashion  a  little  now,  but 
nearly  one-half  of  all  the  cow-manure  made  in  Herkimer  Co.  is 
lost,  wasted. 

•  "  Your  last  question,  '  What  improvement  would  you  suggest,' 
I  answer  by  saying  it  is  of  no  use  to  make  any  to  these  men.  it 
would  be  v/asted  like  their  manure. 

"  The  market  value  of  manure  in  this  county  is  50  cts.  per  big 
load,  or  about  one  dollar  per  cord." 


"  That  is  a  capital  letter,"  said  the  Deacon.  "  It  is  right  to  the 
point,  and  no  nonsense  about  it." 

"He  must  make  a  good  deal  of  manure,"  said  the  Doctor, 
"  to  be   able  to  use  40  loads  to  the  acre  on  his  meadows  r.nd 
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pastures  once  in  three  years,  and  the  same  quantity  every  year  on 
his  field  of  mangel-wurzel." 

"  That  is  precisely  what  I  have  been  contending  for,"  I  replied ; 
"  the  dairymen  can  make  large  quantities  of  manure  if  they  make  an 
effort  to  do  it,  and  their  farms  ought  to  be  constantly  improving. 
Two  crops  of  hay  on  the  same  meadow,  each  year,  will  enable  a 
farmer  to  keep  a  large  herd  of  cows,  and  make  a  great  quantity  of 
manure — and  when  you  have  once  got  the  manure,  there  is  no  dif- 
ficulty in  keeping  up  and  increasing  the  productiveness  of  the  laud." 

HOW  TO  MAKE  MORE  AND  BETTER  MANUEE  ON  DAIRY 
FARMS. 

"  You  are  right,"  said  the  Doctor,  "in  sayhig  that  there  is  no  dif- 
ficulty in  keeping  up  and  increasing  the  productiveness  of  our  dairy 
farms,  when  you  have  once  got  plenty  of  manure — but  the  difficulty 
is  to  get  a  good  supply  of  manure  to  start  with." 

This  is  true,  and  it  is  comparatively  slow  work  to  bring  up  a 
farm,  unless  you  have  plenty  of  capital  and  can  buy  all  the  artificial 
manure  you  want.  By  the  free  use  of  artificial  manures,  you  could 
make  a  farm  very  productive  in  one  or  two  years.  But  the  slower 
and  cheaper  method  will  be  the  one  adopted  by  most  of  our  young 
and  intelligent  dairymen.  Few  of  us  are  born  with  silver  spoons 
in  our  mouths.  We  have  to  earn  our  money  before  we  can  spend  it, 
and  we  are  none  the  worse  for  the  discipline. 

Suppose  a  young  man  has  a  farm  of  100  acres,  devoted  principally 
to  dallying.  Some  of  the  land  lies  on  a  creek  or  river,  while  other 
portions  are  higher  and  drier.  In  the  spring  of  the  year,  a  stream 
of  water  runs  through  a  part  of  the  farm  from  the  adjoining  hills 
down  to  the  creek  or  river.  The  farm  now  supports  ten  head  of 
cows,  three  horses,  half  a  dozen  sheep,  and  a  few  pigs.  The  laud  is 
worth  $75  per  acre,  but  does  not  paj'  the  interest  on  half  that  sum. 
It  is  getting  worse  instead  of  better.  Weeds  are  multiplying,  and 
the  more  valuable  grasses  are  dying  out.     What  is  to  be  done  ? 

In  the  first  place,  let  it  be  distinctly  understood  that  the  land  is 
not  exhausted.  As  I  have  before  said,  the  productiveness  of  a  farm 
does  not  depend  so  much  on  the  absolute  amount  of  plant-food 
which  the  soil  contains,  as  on  the  amount  of  plant-food  which  is 
immediately  available  for  the  use  of  the  plants.  An  acre  of  land 
that  produces  half  a  ton  of  hay,  may  contain  as  much  plant-food 
as  an  acre  that  produces  three  tons  of  hay.  In  the  one  case  the 
plant-food  is  locked  up  in  such  a  form  that  the  crops  cannot  absorb 
it,  while  in  the  otiior  it  is  in  an  available  condition.  I  have  no 
doubt  there  arc  fields  on  the  farm  I  am  alludint!;  to,  that  contain 
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3,000  lbs.  of  nitrogen,  and  an  equal  amount  of  phosphoric 
acid,  per  acre,  in  the  first  six  inches  of  the  surface  soil.  This 
is  as  much  nitrogen  as  is  contained  in  100  tons  of  meadov?- 
hay,  and  more  phosphoric  acid  than  is  contained  in  350  tons  of 
meadow-hay.  These  are  the  two  ingredients  on  which  the  fertility 
of  our  farms  mainly  depend.  And  yet  there  are  soils  containing 
this  quantity  of  plant-food  that  do  not  produce  more  than  half 
a  ton  of  hay  per  acre. 

In  some  fields,  or  parts  of  fields,  the  land  is  wet  and  the  plants 
cannot  take  up  the  food,  even  while  an  abundance  of  it  is  within 
reach.  The  remedy  in  this  case  is  under -draining.  On  other 
fields,  the  plant-food  is  locked  up  in  insoluble  combinations.  In 
this  case  we  must  plow  up  the  soil,  pulverize  it,  and  expose  it  to  the 
oxygen  of  the  atmosphere.  We  must  treat  the  soil  as  my  mother 
used  to  tell  me  to  treat  my  cofi"ee,  when  I  complained  that  it  was 
not  sweet  enough.  "  I  put  plenty  of  sugar  in,"  she  said,  "  and  if 
you  will  stir  it  up,  the  coffee  will  be  sweeter."  The  sugar  lay  un- 
dissolved at  the  bottom  of  the  cup  ;  and  so  it  is  with  many  of  our 
soils.  There  is  plenty  of  plant-food  in  them,  but  it  needs  stirring 
up.  They  contain,  it  may  be,  3,0C0  lbs.  of  nitrogen,  and  other 
plant-food  in  still  greater  proportion,  and  we  are  only  getting  a 
crop  that  contains  18  lbs.  of  nitrogen  a  year,  and  of  this  probably 
the  rain  supplies  9  lbs.  Let  us  stir  up  the  soil  and  see  if 
we  cannot  set  100  lbs.  of  this  3,000  lbs.  of  nitrogen  free,  and 
get  three  tons  of  hay  per  acre  instead  of  half  a  ton.  There  are 
men  who  own  a  large  amount  of  valuable  property  in  vacant  city 
lots,  who  do  not  get  enough  from  them  to  pay  their  taxes.  If  they 
would  sell  half  of  them,  and  put  buildings  on  the  other  half,  they 
might  soon  have  a  handsome  income.  And  so  it  is  with  many 
farmers.  They  have  the  elements  of  100  tons  of  hay  lying  dor- 
ment  in  every  acre  of  then*  land,  while  they  are  content  to  receive 
half  a  ton  a  year.  They  have  property  enough,  but  it  is  uuproduc 
tive,  while  they  pay  high  taxes  for  the  privilege  of  holding  it,  and 
high  Avages  for  the  pleasure  of  ooardmg  two  or  three  hired  men. 

We  have,  saj^,  3,000  lbs.  of  nitrogen  locked  up  in  each  acre 
of  our  Foil,  and  we  get  8  or  10  lbs.  every  year  in  rain  and 
dew,  and  yet,  practically,  all  tliat  we  want,  to  make  our  farms 
highly  productive,  is  100  lbs.  of  nitrogen  per  acre  per  annum. 
And  furthermore,  it  should  be  remembered,  that  to  keep  our  farms 
rich,  after  we  have  once  got  tliem  rich,  it  is  not  necessary  to  dc- 
velope  this  amount  of  nitrogen  from  the  soil  ever}'  year.  In  the 
case  of  clover-haj'-,  the  entire  loss  of  nitrogen  in  the  animal  and  in 
the  milk  would  not  exceed  15  per  cent,  so  that,  when  we  feed  out 
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100  lbs.  of  nitrogen,  we  have  85  lbs.  left  in  the  manure.  We 
Avant  to  develope  100  lbs.  of  nitrogen  in  the  soil,  to  enable  us 
to  raise  a  good  crop  to  start  with,  and  when  this  is  once  done,  an 
annual  development  of  15  lbs.  per  acre  in  addition  to  the  manure, 
would  keep  up  the  productiveness  of  the  soil.  Is  it  not  worth 
v/hile,  therefore,  to  make  an  earnest  effort  to  get  started  ? — to  get 
100  lbs.  of  nitr:jgen  in  the  most  available  condition  in  the  soil  ? 

As  I  said  before,  this  is  practically  all  that  is  needed  to  give  us 
large  crops.  This  amount  of  nitrogen  represents  about  twelve  tons 
of  average  barn-yard  manure — that  is  to  say,  tv/elve  tons  contains 
100  lbs.  of  nitrogen.  But  in  point  of  fact  it  is  not  in  an  imme- 
diately available  condition.  It  would  probably  take  at  least  two 
years  before  all  the  nitrogen  it  contains  would  be  givsn  up  to  the 
plants.  We  want,  therefore,  in  order  to  give  us  a  good  start, 
34  tons  of  barn-yard  manure  on  every  acre  of  land.  How  to 
get  this  is  the  great  problem  which  our  j'oung  dairy  farmer  has  to 
solve.  In  the  grain-growing  districts  we  get  it  in  part  by  summer- 
fallowing,  and  I  believe  the  dairyman  might  often  do  the  same 
thing  with  advantage.  A  thorough  summer-fallow  would  not 
only  clean  the  land,  but  would  render  some  of  the  latent  plant- 
food  available.  This  will  be  organized  in  the  next  crop,  and  when 
the  dairyman  has  once  got  the  plant-food,  he  has  decidedly  the 
advantage  over  the  grain-growing  farmer  in  his  ability  to  retain  it. 
He  need  not  lose  over  15  per  cent  a  year  of  nitrogen,  and  not  one 
per  cent  of  the  oilier  elements  of  plcmtfood. 

The  land  lying  on  the  borders  of  the  creek  could  be  greatly 
benefited  by  cutting  surface  ditches  to  let  off  the  water;  and  later, 
probably  it  will  be  found  that  a  few  uuderdrains  can  be  put  in  to 
advantage.  These  alluvial  soils  on  the  borders  of  creeks  and  rivers 
are  grand  sources  of  nitrogen  and  other  plant-food.  I  do  not  know 
the  fact,  but  it  is  quite  probable  that  the  meadows  which  Harris 
Lewis  mows  twice  a  year,  are  on  the  banks  of  the  river,  and  are 
perhaps  flooded  in  the  spring.  But,  be  this  as  it  may,  there  is  a 
field  on  the  farm  I  am  alluding  to,  lying  on  the  creek,  which  now 
produces  a  bountiful  growth  of  weeds,  rushes,  and  coarse  grasses, 
which  I  am  sure  could  easily  be  made  to  produce  great  crops  of 
hay.  The  creek  overflows  in  the  spring,  and  the  water  lies  on 
some  of  the  lower  parts  of  the  field  until  it  is  evaporated.  A  few 
ditches  would  allow  all  the  water  to  pass  off",  and  this  alone  would 
be  a  great  improvement.  If  the  field  was  flooded  in  May  or  Juno, 
and  thoroughly  cultivated  and  harrowed,  the  sod  would  be  suffi- 
ciently rotted  to  plow  again  in  August.  Then  a  thorough  harrow- 
ing, rolling,  and  cultivating,  would  make  it  as  mellow  as  a  garden, 
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and  it  could  be  seeded  down  with  timothy  and  other  good  grasses 
the  hist  of  August,  or  beginning  of  September,  and  produce  a  good 
crop  of  hay  the  next  year.  Or,  if  thought  better,  it  might  be  sown 
to  rye  and  seeded  down  with  it.  In  either  case  the  land  would  be 
greatly  improved,  and  would  be  a  productive  meadow  or  pasture 
for  years  to  come — or  until  our  young  dairyman  could  afford  to 
give  it  one  of  Harris  Lewis'  "  homoeopathic  "  doses  of  40  loads  of 
good  manure  per  acre.  He  would  then  be  able  to  cut  two  crops 
of  hay  a  year— and  such  hay  !     But  we  are  anticipating. 

That  stream  which  runs  through  the  farm  in  the  spring,  and 
then  dries  up,  could  be  made  to  irrigate  several  acres  of  the  land 
adjoining.  This  would  double,  or  treble,  or  quadruple,  ("  hold  on," 
said  the  Deacon,)  the  crops  of  grass  as  far  as  the  water  reached. 
The  Deacon  does  not  seem  to  credit  this  statement ;  but  I  have 
seen  wonderful  effects  produced  by  such  a  plan. 

What  I  am  endeavoring  to  show,  is,  that  these  and  similar  means 
will  give  us  larger  crops  of  hay  and  grass,  and  these  in  turn  will 
enable  us  to  keep  more  cows,  and  make  more  manure,  and  the 
manure  will  enable  us  to  grow  larger  crops  on  other  portions  of 
the  farm. 

I  am  aware  that  many  will  object  to  plowing  up  old  grass  land, 
and  I  do  not  wish  to  be  misunderstood  on  this  point.  If  a  farmer 
has  a  meadow  that  will  produce  two  or  three  tons  of  hay,  or  support 
a  cow,  to  the  acre,  it  would  be  folly  to  break  it  up.  It  is  already 
doing  all,  or  nearly  all,  that  can  be  asked  or  desired.  But  suppose 
you  have  a  piece  of  naturally  good  land  that  does  not  produce  a 
ton  of  hay  per  acre,  or  pasture  a  cow  on  three  acres,  if  such  land 
can  be  plowed  without  great  difficulty,  I  would  break  it  up  as 
early  in  the  fall  as  possible,  and  summer-fallow  it  thoroughly,  and 
seed  it  down  again,  heavily,  with  grass  seeds  the  next  August.  If 
the  land  does  not  need  draining,  it  will  not  forget  this  treatment 
for  many  years,  and  it  will  be  the  farmer's  own  fault  if  it  ever  runs 
down  again. 

In  this  country,  where  wages  are  so  high,  we  must  raise  large 
crops  per  acre,  or  not  raise  any.  Where  land  is  cheap,  it  may  some- 
times pay  to  compel  a  cow  to  travel  over  three  or  four  acres  to  get 
her  food,  but  we  cannot  afford  to  raise  our  hay  in  half  ton  crops ; 
i':  costs  too  much  to  harvest  them.  High  wages,  high  taxes,  and 
high-priced  land,  necessitate  high  farming;  and  by  high  farming,  I 
mean  growing  large  crops  evcr}^  yt^ar,  and  on  every  portion  of  the 
farm  ;  but  high  wages  and  low-priced  land  do  not  necessarily  demand 
high  farming.  If  the  land  is  cheap  we  can  sulTer  it  to  lie  idle  with- 
out much  loss.     But  when  we  raise  crops,  whether  on  high-priced 
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land  or  on  low-priced  land,  Tve  must  raise  good  crops,  or  the  expense 
of  cultivating  and  harvesting  them  will  eat  up  all  the  profits.  In 
the  dairy  districts,  I  believe  land,  in  proportion  to  its  quality  and 
nearness  to  market,  commands  a  higher  price  than  land  in  the  grain- 
growing  districts.  Hence  it  follows  that  high  farming  should  be 
the  aim  of  the  American  dairyman. 

I  am  told  that  tliere  are  farms  in  the  dairy  districts  of  this  State 
worth  from  one  hundred  to  one  hundred  and  fifty  dollars  per  acre, 
on  which  a  cow  to  four  acres  for  the  year  is  considered  a  good 
average.  At  a  meeting  of  the  Little  Falls  Farmers'  Club,  the  Hon. 
Josiah  Shull,  gave  a  statement  of  the  receipts  and  expenses  of  his 
farm  of  81*  acres.  The  farm  cost  $130  per  acre.  He  kept  twenty 
cows,  and  fatted  one  for  beef.     The  receipts  were  as  follows : 

Tweuty  cows  yielding  8,337  lbs.  of  cheese,  at  about  Iriy  cents 

per  pound §1,186.33 

Increase  on  beef  cow 40  00 

Calves 45.00 

Total  receipts ll, 271.33 

EXPENSES. 

Boy,  six  months  and  board 8180.00 

Man  b}'  the  year,  and  board 360.00 

Carting  mUk  and  manufacturing  cheese 215.00 

Total  cost  of  labor §755.00 

THE   OTHER  EXPENSES  WERE  : 

Fertilizers,  plants,  etc $  IS.OO 

Horse-shoeing  and  other  repairs  of  farming  implements,  (which 

is  certainly  pretty  cheap,) 50.00 

Wear  and  tear  of  implements 65.00 

Averasje  repairs  of  place  and  buildings 175.00 

Average  depreciation  and  interest  oh  stoclc 180.00 

Insurance 4.00 

Incidentals,  (also  pretty  low,) 50.00 

§620.00 

Total  receipts Sl,271..33. 

Total  expenses 1,375.00. 

This  statement,  it  is  said,  the  Club  considered  a  very  fair  estimate. 

Now,  here  is  a  farm  costing  $10,595,  the  receipts  from  which, 
saying  nothing  about  interest,  are  less  than  the  expenses.  And  if 
you  add  two  cents  per  pound  more  to  the  price  of  the  cheese,  the 
profit  would  still  be  only  about  $50  per  year.  The  trouble  is  not 
so  much  in  the  low  price  of  cheese,  as  in  the  low  product  per  acre. 
I  know  some  grain-growing  farmers  who  have  done  no  better  than 
this  for  a  few  years  past. 

Mr.  Shull  places  the  annual  depreciation  and  interest  on  stock  at 
$180,  equal  to  nearly  one-seventh  of  the  to<al  rcccijits  of  tlio  farm. 
It  would  pay  the  wages  and  board  of  another  man  for  six  months. 
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Can  not  it  be  avoided  ?  Good  beef  is  relatively  mucli  hlglier  in 
this  State  than  good  cheese.  Some  of  the  dairy  authorities  tell  us 
that  cheese  is  the  cheapest  animal  food  in  the  world,  while  beef  is 
the  dearest.  Why,  then,  should  our  dairymen  confine  their  atten- 
tion to  the  production  of  the  cheapest  of  farm  products,  and  neg- 
lect almost  entirely  the  production  of  the  dearest?  If  beef  is  higli 
and  cheese  low,  why  not  raise  more  beef  ?  On  low-priced  land  it 
may  be  profitable  to  raise  and  keep  cows  solely  for  the  production 
of  cheese,  and  when  the  cows  are  no  longer  profitable  for  this  pur- 
pose, to  sacrifice  them — to  throw  them  aside  as  we  do  a  worn-out 
machine.  And  in  similar  circumstances  we  may  be  able  to  keep 
sheep  solely  for  their  wool,  but  on  high-priced  land  we  can  not 
afford  to  keep  sheep  merely  for  their  wool.  We  must  adopt  a 
higher  system  of  farming  and  feeding,  and  keep  sheep  that  will 
give  us  wool,  lambs,  and  mutton.  In  parts  of  South  America, 
where  land  costs  nothing,  cattle  can  be  kept  for  their  bones,  tallow, 
and  hides,  but  where  food  is  costly  we  must  make  better  use 
of  it.  A  cow  is  a  machine  for  converting  vegetable  food  into  veal, 
butter,  cheese,  and  beef.  The  first  cost  of  the  machine,  if  a  good 
one,  is  considerable — say  $100.  This  machine  has  to  be  kept  run- 
ning night  and  day,  summer  and  winter,  week  days  and  Sundaj's. 
If  we  were  running  a  steam-flouring  mill  that  could  never  be 
allowed  to  stop,  we  should  be  careful  to  lay  in  a  good  supply  of 
coal  and  also  have  plenty  of  grain  on  hand  to  grind,  so  that  the 
mill  would  never  have  to  run  empty.  No  sensible  man  would 
keep  up  steam  merely  to  run  the  mill.  He  would  want  to  grind 
all  the  time,  and  as  much  as  possible;  and  yet  coal  is  a  much 
cheaper  source  of  power  than  the  hay  and  corn  with  which  we 
run  our  milk-producing  machine.  How  often  is  the  latter  allowed 
to  run  empty  ?  The  machine  is  running  night  and  day — must  run, 
but  is  it  always  running  to  advantage?  Do  we  furnish  fuel 
enough  to  enable  it  to  do  full  work,  or  only  little  more  than  enough 
to  run  the  machinery? 

"  What  has  all  this  to  do  with  making  manure  on  dairy  farms?" 
asked  the  Deacon;  "  you  are  wandering  from  the  point." 

"  I  hope  not ;  I  am  trying  to  show  that  good  feeding  will  pay 
better  than  poor  feeding— and  better  food  means  better  manure." 

I  estimate  that  it  takes  from  15  to  18  lbs.  of  ordinary  hay  per 
day  to  rim  this  cow-machine,  which  we  have  been  talking  about, 
even  when  kept  warm  and  comfortable ;  and  if  exposed  to  cold 
storms,  probably  not  less  than  20  lbs.  of  hay  a  day,  or  its 
equivalent,  and  this  merely  to  keep  the  machine  running,  without 
doing  any  work.     It  requires  this  to  keep  the  cow  alive,  and  to  pre- 
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vent  her  losing  flesh.  If  not  supplied  with  the  requisite  amount 
of  food  for  this  purpose,  she  will  take  enough  fat  and  flesh  from 
her  own  body  to  make  up  the  deficiency;  and  if  she  cannot  get  it, 
the  machine  will  stop — in  other  words,  the  cow  will  die. 

We  have,  then,  a  machine  that  costs  say  f  100 ;  that  will  last  on 
an  average  eight  years ;  that  requires  careful  management ;  that 
must  have  constant  watching,  or  it  will  be  liable  to  get  out  of 
order,  and  that  requires,  merely  to  keep  it  running,  sa}^  20  lbs. 
of  hay  per  day.  Now,  what  do  we  get  in  return  ?  If  we  furnish 
only  20  lbs.  of  hay  per  day  we  get— nothing  except  manure. 
If  we  furnish  25  lbs.  of  hay  per  day,  or  its  equivalent,  we  get, 
say  half  a  pound  of  cheese  per  day.  If  we  furnish  30  lbs.  we 
get  one  pound  of  cheese  per  day,  or  365  lbs.  a  year.  We  may 
not  get  the  one  pound  of  cheese  every  day  in  the  year ;  sometimes 
the  cow,  instead  of  giving  milk,  is  furnishing  food  for  her  embryo 
calf,  or  storing  up  fat  and  flesh;  and  this  fat  and  flesh  will  be  used 
by  and  by  to  produce  milk.  But  it  all  comes  from  the  food  eaten 
by  the  cow ;  and  is  equal  to  one  pound  of  cheese  per  day  for  30 
lbs.  of.  hay  or  its  equivalent  consumed ;  20  lbs.  of  hay  gives 
us  nothing;  25  lbs.  of  hay  gives  us  half  a  pound  of  cheese,  or 
40  lbs.  of  cheese  from  one  ton  of  hay;  30  lbs.  gives  us  one 
pound,  or  66J  lbs.  of  cheese  from  one  ton  of  hay;  35  lbs. 
gives  us  1|  lbs. ,  or  85V7  lbs.  of  cheese  to  one  ton  of  hay ;  40 
lbs.  gives  us  2  lbs.  of  cheese,  or  100  lbs.  of  cheese  from  one  ton 
of  hay ;  45  lbs.  gives  us  2+  lbs.  of  cheese,  or  111  lbs.  of  cheese 
from  one  ton  of  hay ;  50  lbs.  gives  us  3  lbs.  of  cheese,  or  120  lbs.  of 
cheese  from  one  ton  of  hay. 

On  this  basis,  one  ton  of  hay,  in  excess  of  tTie  amount  required  to 
heep  up  the  animal  heat  and  sustain  the  vital  functions,  gives  us  200 
lbs.  of  cheese.  The  point  I  wish  to  illustrate  by  these  figures, 
which  are  of  course  hypothetical,  is,  that  it  is  exeeedingh^  desirable 
to  get  animals  that  will  eat,  digest,  and  assimilate  a  large  amount  of 
food,  over  and  above  that  required  to  keep  up  the  heat  of  the 
body  and  sustain  the  vital  functions.  When  a  cow  eats  only  25 
lbs.  of  bay  a  day,  it  requires  one  ton  of  hay  to  produce  40 
lbs.  of  cheese.  But  if  we  could  ;^indacc  her  to  cat,  digest,  and 
assimilate  50  lbs.  a  day,  one  ton  would  produce  120  l))s.  of 
cliecse.  If  a  cow  cats  33  lbs.  of  hay  per  day,  or  its  equivalent 
in  grass,  it  will  require  four  acres  of  land,  with  a  productive 
capacity  equal  to  IJ-  tons  of  hay  per  acre,  to  keep  her  a  year. 
Such  a  cow,  according  to  tlie  figures  given  above,  will  ])roduce 
401i  lbs.  of  cheese  a  j'car,  or  its  equivalent  in  growth.  A 
farm  of  80  acres,  on  this  basis,  would  support  20  cows,  yielding, 
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say  8,000  lbs.  of  cheese.  Increase  the  productive  power  ci  the 
farm  one  half,  (I  hope  the  Deacon  has  not  gone  to  sleep),  and  keep 
20  cows  that  will  eat  half  as  much  again  food,  and  we  should  then 
get  21,600  lbs.  of  cheese.  If  cheese  is  worth  15  cents  per  lb., 
a  farm  of  80  acres,  producing  1^  tons  of  hay,  or  its  equivalent,  per 
acre,  and  supporting  20  cows,  would  give  us  a  gross  return  of 
$1,204.50.  The  same  farm  so  improved  as  to  produce  2i  tons  of 
hay  or  its  equivalent,  per  acre — fed  to  20  cows  capable  of  eating^ 
digesting,  and  assimilating  it—yfo\x\(\.  give  a  gross  return  of  $3,240. 

In  presenting  these  figures,  I  hope  you  Avill  not  think  me  a 
visionary.  I  do  not  think  it  is  possible  to  get  a  cow  to  produce 
3  lbs.  of  cheese  a  day  throughout  the  whole  year.  But  I  do 
think  it  quite  possible  to  so  breed  and  feed  a  cow  that  she  will  pro- 
duce 3  lbs.  of  cheese  per  day,  or  its  equivalent  in  veal,  flcsb, 
or  fat.  We  frequently  have  cows  that  produce  3  lbs.  of 
cheese  a  day  for  several  weeks ;  and  a  cow  can  be  so  fed  that  she 
will  produce  3  lbs.  of  cheese  a  day  without  losing  weight. 
And  if  she  can  extract  this  amount  of  matter  out  of  the  food  for  a 
part  of  the  year,  why  can  not  she  do  so  for  the  whole  year?  Ai'e  the 
powers  of  digestion  weaker  in  the  fall  and  winter  than  in  spring 
and  summer?  If  not,  we  unquestionably  sustain  great  loss  by 
allowing  this  digestive  power  to  run  to  waste.  This  digestive 
power  costs  us  20  lbs.  of  hay  a  day.  We  can  ill  afford  to  let  it 
lie  dormant.  But  the  Deacon  will  tell  me  that  the  cows  are 
allowed  all  the  food  they  will'  eat,  winter  and  summer.  Then  we 
must,  if  they  have  digestive  power  to  spare,  endeavor  to  persaude 
them  to  eat  more.  If  they  eat  as  much  hay  or  grass  as  their 
stomachs  r.re  ca'^iiable  of  holding,  we  must  endeavor  to  give  them 
richer  hay  or  grass.  Not  one  farmer  in  a  thousand  seems  to  appre- 
ciate the  advantage  of  having  hay  or  grass  containing  a  high  per- 
centage of  nutriment.  I  have  endeavored  to  show  that  a  cow  eat- 
ing six  tons  of  hay,  or  its  equivalent,  in  a  year,  would  produce  400 
lbs.  of  cheese,  worth  $60.  While  a  cow  capable  of  eating, 
digesting,  and  turning  to  good  account,  nine  tons  of  hay,  or  its 
equivalent,  would  i^roducc  1,090  lbs.  of  cheese,  or  its  equivalent 
in  other  products,  w'orth  $162. 

"  I  am  sorry  to  interrupt  the  gentleman,"  said  the  Deacon  with 
mock  gravity. 

"  Then  pray  don't,"  said  I  ;  "  I  will  not  detain  you  long,  and  the 
subject  is  one  which  ought  to  interest  you  and  every  other  farmer 
who  keeps  his  cow^s  on  poor  grass  in  summer,  and  corn-stalks  and 
straw  in  winter." 

I  was  going  to  say,  when  the  Deacon  interrupted  me,  that  the 
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stomach  of  a  cow  may  not  allow  her  to  eat  nine  tons  of  bay  a  year , 
but  it  will  allow  ber  to  eat  six  tons ;  and  if  these  six  tons  contain 
as  much  nutriment  as  the  nine  tons,  what  is  the  real  difference  in 
its  value  ?  Ordinarily  we  should  probably  estimate  the  one  at 
$10  per  ton,  and  the  other  at  $15.  But  according  to  the  above 
figures,  one  is  worth  $10  per  ton  and  the  other  $27.  To  get  rich 
grass,  therefore,  should  be  the  aim  of  the  American  dairyman.  I 
hope  the  Deacon  begins  to  see  what  connection  this  has  with  a 
large  pile  of  rich  manure. 

I  do  not  mean  merely  a  heavy  growth  of  grass,  but  grass  con- 
taining a  high  percentage  of  nutriment.  Our  long  winters  and 
heavy  snows  are  a  great  advantage  to  us  in  this  respect.  Our 
grass  in  the  spring,  after  its  long  rest,  ought  to  start  up  like  aspara- 
gus, and,  under  the  organizing  influence  of  our  clear  skies,  and 
powerful  sun,  ought  to  be  exceedingly  nutritious.  Comparatively 
few  farmers,  however,  live  up  to  their  privileges  in  this  respect. 
Our  climate  is  better  than  our  farming,  the  sun  richer  than  our 
neglected  soil.  England  may  be  able  to  produce  more  grass  per 
acre  in  a  year  than  we  can,  but  we  ought  to  produce  richer  grass, 
and,  consequently,  more  cheese  to  a  cow.  And  I  believe,  in  fact, 
that  such  is  often  the  case.  The  English  dairyman  has  the  advan- 
tage of  a  longer  season  of  growth.  We  have  a  shorter  season  but 
a  brighter  sun,  and  if  we  do  not  have  richer  grass  it  is  due  to  the 
want  of  draining,  clean  culture,  and  manuring.  The  object  of 
American  dairymen  should  be,  not  only  to  obtain  more  grass  per 
acre,  but  to  increase  its  nutriment  in  a  given  bulk.  If  we  could 
increase  it  one-half,  making  six  tons  equal  to  nine  tons,  we  have 
shown  that  it  is  nearly  three  times  as  valuable.  Whether  this  can 
be  done,  I  have  not  now  time  to  consider ;  but  at  any  rate  if  your 
land  produces  as  many  weeds  as  do  some  fields  on  my  farm,  not 
to  say  the  Deacon's,  and  if  the  plant-food  that  these  weeds  absorb, 
could  be  organized  by  nutritious  grasses,  this  alone  would  do  a 
good  deal  towards  accomplishing  the  obiect.  Whether  this  can  be 
done  or  not,  we  want  cows  that  can  eat  and  turn  to  good  account 
as  much  food  per  annum  as  is  contained  in  nine  tons  of  ordinary 
meadow-hay  ;  and  we  want  this  nutriment  in  a  bulk  not  exceeding 
six  tons  of  hay.  If  .possible,  we  should  get  this  amount  of  nutri- 
ment in  grass  or  hay.  But  if  we  can  not  do  this,  we  must  feed 
enough  concentrated  food  to  bring  it  up  to  the  desired  standard. 


"  But  win  it  pay  ?  "  asked  the  Deacon  ;  "  I  have  not  much  faith 
in  buying  feed.    A  farmer  ought  to  raise  everything  he  feeds  o-at. ' 
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"As  a  rule,  this  may  be  true,"  I  replied,  "but  there  are  many 
exceptions.  I  am  trying  to  show  that  it  will  often  pay  a  dairyman 
well  to  buy  feed  rich  in  nitrogen  and  phosphates,  so  as  to  make 
rich  manure,  and  give  him  a  start.  After  he  gets  his  land  rich, 
there  is  little  diflBculty  in  keeping  up  its  productiveness 

"  Now,  I  have  said — and  the  figures,  if  anything,  are  too  low — that 
if  a  cow,  eating  six  tons  of  hay,  or  its  equivalent,  a  year,  produces 
400  lbs.  of  cheese,  a  cow  capable  of  eating,  digesting,  and  turning 
to  good  account  nine  tons  of  hay,  or  its  equivalent,  a  year,  would 
produce  1,090  lbs.  of  cheese,  or  its  equivalent  in  other  products." 

I  would  like  to  say  much  more  on  this  subject,  but  I  hope 
enough  has  been  said  to  shov/  that  there  is  great  advantage  in 
feeding  rich  food,  even  so  far  as  the  production  of  milk  or  beef  is 
concerned ;  and  if  this  is  the  case,  then  there  is  no  difficulty  in 
making  rich  manure  on  a  dairy-farm. 

And  I  am  delighted  to  know  that  many  farmers  in  the  dairy 
districts  are  purchasing  more  and  more  bran  and  meal  every  year. 
Taking  milk,  and  beef,  and  manure  all  into  the  account,  I  feel  sure 
that  it  will  be  found  highly  profitable  ;  but  you  must  have  good 
cows — cows  that  can  turn  their  extra  food  to  good  account. 

This  is  not  the  place  to  discuss  the  merits  of  the  different  breeds 
of  cows.  All  I  wish  to  show  is,  that  to  make  better  manure,  we 
must  use  richer  food ;  and  to  feed  this  to  advantage,  we  must  have 
animals  that  can  turn  a  large  amount  of  food,  over  and  above  the 
amount  required  to  sustain  the  vital  functions,  into  milk,  flesh,  etc. 

"  You  do  not  think,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  that  a  well-bred  cow 
makes  any  richer  manure  than  a  common  cow  ? " 

Of  course  not ;  but  to  make  rich  manure,  we  must  feed  well ; 
and  we  can  not  afford  to  feed  well  unless  we  have  good  animals. 

HOW  TO    SAVE    AND    APPLY    MANURE    ON  A   DAIET-FARM. 

We  can  not  go  into  details  on  this  subject.  The  truth  is,  there 
are  several  good  methods  of  saving  manure,  and  which  is  best  de- 
pends entirely  on  circumstances.  The  real  point  is  to  save  the 
urine,  and  keep  the  cow-stable  clean  and  sweet.  There  arc  three 
prominent  methods  adopted : 

1st.  To  throw  all  the  liquid  and  solid  excrements 'mto  a  manure- 
cellar  underneath  the  cow-stable.  In  this  cellar,  dry  swamp- 
muck,  dry  earth,  or  other  absorbent  material,  is  mixed  with  the 
manure  in  sufficient  quantity  to  keep  down  offensive  odors.  A 
little  dry  earth  or  muck  is  also  used  in  the  stable,  scattering  it 
twice  a  day  in  the  gutters  and  under  the  hind  legs  of  the  cows. 
Where  this  is  carried  out,  it  has  many  and  decided  advantages. 
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2cL  To  wheel  or  throw  out  the  solid  parts  of  the  manure,  and 
to  have  a  drain  for  carrying  the  liquid  into  a  tank,  where  it  can 
be  pumped  on  to  the  heap  of  manure  in  the  yard.  Where  many 
horses  or  sheep  are  kept,  and  only  a  few  cows,  this  plan  can  often 
be  used  to  advantage,  as  the  heap  of  manure  in  the  yard,  consist- 
ing of  horse-manure,  sheep-manure,  and  a  small  poriion  of  cow- 
dung,  will  be  able  to  absorb  all  the  urine  of  the  cows. 

3d.  To  use  sufBcient  bedding  to  absorb  all  the  urine  in  the  sta- 
ble. In  my  own  case,  as  I  have  said  before,  we  usually  chaff  all 
our  straw  and  stalks.  The  orts  are  used  for  bedding,  and  we  also 
use  a  little  dry  earth — or,  to  be  more  exact,  I  use  it  when  I  attend 
to  the  matter  myself,  but  have  always  found  more  or  less  trouble 
in  getting  the  work  done  properlj^,  unless  I  give  it  pei'sonal  atteu. 
tion.  To  use  "  dirt''  to  keep  the  stable  clean,  is.not  a  popular  plan 
in  t.Ms  neighborhood.  Where  there  is  an  abundance  of  straw,  and 
especially  if  cut  into  chaff,  the  easiest  way  to  keep  the  stable  clean, 
and  the  cows  comfortable,  is  to  use  enough  of  this  chaffed  straw 
to  absorb  ali  the  liquid.  Clean  out  the  stable  twice  a  day,  and 
wheel  the  manure  directly  to  the  heap,  and  spread  it. 


In  regard  to  the  application  of  manure  on  a  dairy-farm,  we  have 
seen  what  Harris  LeM'is  does  with  his.  i  also  wrote  to  T.  L.  Har- 
ison,  Esq.,  of  St.  Lawrence  Co.,  N.  Y.  ;  and  knowing  that  he  is 
not  only  a  very  intelligent  farmer  and  breeder,  but  also  one  ot  our 
best  agricultural  Avritcrs,  1  asked  him  if  he  had  written  anything 
on  the  subject  of  manures. 

"St.  Lawrence  Co.,"  said  the  Deacon,  "produces  capital  grass, 
oats,  and  barley,  but  is,  1  should  think,  too  far  north  for  winter 
wheat;  but  what  did   Mr.   Harison   say?" — Here  is  his  letter: 

"  I  never  wrote  anything  about  manure.  Catch  me  at  it !  Nor 
do  I  know  anything  about  the  management  ot  barn-yard  manure 
worth  telling.  My  own  practice  is  dictated  quite  as  much  by  con- 
vei-Jonce  as  by  considerations  of  economj'." 

"  Good,"'  said  the  Deacon  ;  "  he  writes  like  a  sensible  man." 

"My  rotation,"  he  continues,  "is  such  that  the  bulk  of  the  ma- 
nure made  is  applied  to  one  crop  ;  that  is,  to  my  hoed  crops,  com, 
potatoes,  and  roots,  in  the  second  year. 

"  The  manure  from  the  stables  is  thrown  or  wheeled  out  under 
the  sheds  adjoining,  and  as  fast  as  it  becomes  so  large  a  quantity 
as  to  be  in  the  way,  or  whenever  there  is  an  opportunity,  \l  is 
hauled  out  to  the  field,  where  it  is  to  be  used,  and  put  in  large 
piles.     It  is  turned  once,  if  possible,  in  the  spring,  and  then  spread. 
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"The  quantity  applied,  is,  as  near  as  may  be,  25  loads  per  acre; 
but  as  we  use  a  great  deal  of  straw,  we  haul  out  30  loads,  and  es- 
timate that  in  the  spring  it  will  be  about  25  loads. 

"  If  we  have  any  more  (and  occasionally  we  have  100  loads  over), 
we  pile  it  near  the  barn,  and  turn  it  once  or  twice  during  the  sum- 
mer, and  use  it  as  seems  most  profitable — sometimes  to  top-dress 
an  old  grass-field,  that  for  some  reason  we  prefer  not  to  break  for 
another  year.  Sometimes  it  goes  on  a  piece  of  fall  wheat,  and 
sometimes  is  kept  over  for  a  barley  field  the  following  spring,  and 
harrowed  in  just  before  sowing. 

"  I  should  spread  the  manure  as  it  comes  fvom  the  sheds,  instead 
of  piling  it,  but  the  great  quantity  of  snow  we  usually  have,  has 
always  seemed  to  be  an  insuperable  obstacle.  It  is  an  advantage 
to  pile  it,  and  to  give  it  one  turning,  but,  on  the  other  hand,  the 
piles  made  in  cold  weather  freeze  through,  and  they  take  a  pro- 
vokingly  long  time  to  thaw  out  iu  the  spring.  I  never  found  ma- 
nure piled  out  of  doors  to  get  too  much  water  from  rain. 

"  I  have  given  up  using  gypsum,  except  a  little  in  the  stables,  be- 
cause the  clover  grows  too  strong  without  it,  and  so  long  as  this 
is  the  case,  I  do  not  need  gypsum.  But  I  sometimes  have  a  piece 
of  oats  or  barley  that  stands  still,  and  looks  sick,  and  a  dose  of 
gypsum  helps  it  very  much." 

"  That  is  a  fact  worth  remembering,"  said  the  Deacon. 

"I  use  some  superphosphate,"  continues  Mr.  Harison,  "and 
some  ground  bones  on  my  turnips.  We  also  use  superphosphate 
on  oats,  barley,  and  wheat  (about  200  lbs.  per  acre),  and  find  it 
pays.  Last  year,  our  estimate  was,  on  10  acres  of  oats,  comparing 
Avith  a  strip  in  the  middle,  left  for  the  purpose,  that  the  200  lbs.  of 
superphosphate  increased  the  crop  15  bushels  per  acre,  and  gave  a 
gain  iu  quality.  It  v/as  the  "Manhattan,"  which  has  about  three  per 
cent  ammonia,  and  seven  to  eight  per  cent  soluble  phosphoric  acid. 

"  My  rotation,  which  I  stick  to  as  close  as  I  can,  is:  1,  oats;  2, 
corn,  and  potatoes,  and  roots  ;  3,  barley  or  spring  wheat ;  4,  5,  and 
6,  grass  (clover  or  timothy,  with  a  little  mixture  occasiouallj^. 

"  I  am  trying  to  get  to  4,  fall  wheat,  but  it  is  mighty  risky." 


"  That  is  a  very  sensible  letter,"  said  the  Deacon  ;  "  but  it  is  evi- 
dent that  he  raises  more  grain  than  I  supposed  was  generally  the 
case  in  the  dairy  districts  ;  and  the  fact  that  his  clover  is  so  heavy 
that  he  does  not  need  plaster,  indicates  that  his  land  is  rich." 

It  merely  confirms  what  I  have  said  all  along,  and  that  is,  that 
the  dairymen,  if  they  wall  feed  their  animals  libcralh^  and  culli- 
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vate  their  soil  thoronglily,  can  soon  have  productive  farms.  There 
are  verj^  few  of  us  in  this  section  who  can  make  manure  enough 
to  give  all  our  corn,  potatoes,  and  roots,  25  loads  of  rotted  manure 
per  acre,  and  have  some  to  spare. 

In  the  spring  of  1877,  Mr.  Harison  wrote :  "  I  have  been  hauling 
out  manure  all  winter  as  fast  as  made,  and  putting  it  on  the  land. 
At  first  we  spread  it ;  but  when  deep  snows  came,  we  put  it  in 
small  heaps.  The  field  looks  as  if  there  had  been  a  grain  crop  on 
it  loft  uncut." 

"  That  last  remark,"  said  the  Doctor,  "  indicates  that  the  manure  ' 
looks  more  like  straw  than  well-rotted  dung,  and  is  an  argument 
in  favor  of  your  plan  of  piling  the  manure  in  the  yard  or  field,  in- 
stead of  spreading  it  on  the  land,  or  putting  it  in  small  heaps." 
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"  I  am  surprised  to  find,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  that  Mr.  Harison, 
living  as  he  does  in  the  great  grass  and  dairy  district  of  this  State, 
should  raise  so  much  gram.  He  has  nearly  as  large  a  proportion 
of  his  land  under  the  plow  as  some  of  the  best  wheat-growers  of 
Western  New  York." 

This  remark  of  the  Deacon  is  right  to  the  point.     The  truth  is, 
that  some  of  our  best  wheat-growers  are  plowing  less  land,  and 
arc  raising  more  grass,  and  keeping  more  stock  ;  and  some  of  the 
dairymen,  though  not  keeping  less  stock,  are  plowing  more  land. . 
The  better  farmers  of  both  sections  arc  approaching  each  other. 

At  all  events,  it  is  certain  that  the  wheat-growers  will  keep 
more  stock.  I  wrote  to  the  Hon.  Geo.  Geddes,  of  Onondaga  Co., 
N.  Y.,  well  known  as  a  Inrge  wheat-grower,  and  as  a  life-long  ad- 
vocate of  keeping  up  the  fertility  of  our  farms  by  growing  clover. 
He  replies  as  follows  : 

"  I  regret  that  I  have  not  time  to  give  your  letter  the  considera- 
tion it  deserves.  The  subject  you  have  undertaken  is  truly  a  dif- 
ficult one.  Tlie  circumstances  of  a  grain-raiser  and  a  dairyman 
are  so  unlike,  that  their  views  in  regard  to  the  treatment  of  the 
manure  produced  on  the  farm  would  vary  as  greatly  as  the  lines 
of  farming  they  follow. 
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"  The  grain-grower  has  straw  in  excess ;  he  tries  hard  to  get  it 
into  such  form  that  he  can  draw  it  to  his  fields,  and  get  it  at  work, 
at  the  least  cost  in  labor.  So  he  covers  his  barn-yards  deep  with 
straw,  after  each  snow-storm,  and  gets  his  cattle,  sheep,  and  horses, 
to  trample  it  under  foot ;  and  he  makes  his  pigs  convert  all  he  can 
into  such  form  that  it  will  do  to  ajjply  it  to  his  pastures,  etc. ,  in 
winter  or  early  spring. 

"  A  load  of  such  manure  is  large,  perhaps,  but  of  no  very  great 
value,  as  compared  with  well-rotted  stable-manure  from  grain-fed 
horses  ;  but  it  is  as  good  as  much  that  I  have  seen  drawn  from 
city  stables,  and  carried  far,  to  restore  the  worn-out  hay-fields  on 
the  shores  of  the  North  Kiver — in  fact,  quite  like  it. 

"The  dairyman,  generally,  has  but  little  straw,  and  his  manure 
is  mostly  dung  of  cows,  worth  much  more,  per  cord,  than  the 
straw-litter  of  the  grain-growers. 

"The  grain-grower  will  want  no  sheds  for  keeping  off  the  rain, 
but,  rather,  he  will  desire  more  water  than  will  fall  on  an  open 
yard.  The  milkman  will  wish  to  protect  his  cow-dung  from  all 
rains,  or  even  snows ;  so  he  is  a  great  advocate  of  manure-sheds. 
These  two  classes  of  farmers  will  adopt  quite  unlike  methods  of 
applying  their  manure  to  crops. 

"  I  have  cited  these  two  classes  of  farmers,  simply  to  show  the 
difficulty  of  making  any  universal  laws  in  regard  to  the  treatment 
and  use  of  barn-yard  manure.     *    ^'    * 

"  I  think  you  and  I  are  fully  agreed  in  regard  to  the  farm  being 
the  true  source  of  the  manure  that  is  to  make  the  land  grow  bet- 
ter with  use,  and  still  produce  crops — perhaps  you  will  go  with 
me  so  far  as  to  say,  the  greater  the  crops,  the  more  manure  they 
will  make — and  the  more  manure,  the  larger  the  crops. 

"  Now,  I  object  to  any  special  farming,  when  applied  'm  a  whole 
great  division  of  country,  such  as  merely  raising  grain,  or  devoted 
entirely  to  dairying. 

"I  saw  at  Rome,  N.  T.,  these  two  leading  branches  of  New 
York  farming  united  on  the  Huntington  tract  of  1,300  acres. 
Three  or  four  farms  (I  forget  which)  had  separate  and  distinct 
management,  conducted  by  different  families,  but  each  had  a  dairy 
combined  with  the  raising  of  large  crops  of  grain,  such  as  wheat, 
corn,  oats,  etc.  These  grain-crops,  with  suitable  areas  of  meadow 
and  pasture,  sustained  the  dairy,  and  the  cows  converted  much  of 
the  grain,  and  all  of  the  forage,  into  manure.  Thus  was  com- 
bined, to  mutual  advantage,  these  two  important  branches  of  New- 
York  farming.  Wheat  and  cheese  to  sell,  and  constant  improve- 
ment in  crops. 
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"  In  our  own  case,  sheep  have  been  combined  with  grain- raising. 
So  we  have  sold  woo],  w^heat,  and  barley,  and,  in  all  my  life,  not 
five  tons  of  hay.  Clover,  you  know,  has  been  our  great  forage- 
crop.  We  have  wintered  our  sheep  mostly  on  clover-hay,  having 
some  timothy  mixed  with  it,  that  was  necessarily  cut  (to  make  into 
hay  with  the  medium,  or  early  clover,)  when  it  was  but  grass.  We 
have  fed  such  hay  to  our  cows  and  horses,  and  have  usually 
worked  into  manure  the  corn-stalks  of  about  20  acres  of  good 
corn,  each  winter,  and  we  have  worked  all  the  straw  into  shape  to 
apply  as  manure  that  we  could,  spreading  it  thickly  on  pastures 
and  such  other  fields  as  were  convenient.  Some  straw  we  have 
sold,  mostly  to  paper-makers." 


"That,"  said  the  Deacon,  "is  good,  old-fashioned  farming. 
Plenty  of  straw  for  bedding,  and  good  clover  and  timothy-hay  for 
feed,  with  wool,  wheat,  and  barley  to  sell.  No  talk  about  oil- 
cake, uialt-combs,  and  mangels ;  nothing  about  superphosphate, 
guano,  or  swamp-muck." 

Mr.  Geddes  and  Mr.  Johnston  are  both  representative  farmers ; 
both  are  large  wheat-growers;  both  keep  their  land  clean  and 
thoroughly  cultivated  ;  both  use  gypsum  freely ;  both  raise  large 
crops  of  clover  and  timothy ;  both  keep  sheep,  and  yet  they  rep- 
resent two  entirely  different  systems  of  farming.  One  is  the  great 
advocate  of  clover ;  the  other  is  the  great  advocate  of  manure. 

I  once  wrote  to  Mr.  Geddes,  asking  his  opinion  as  to  the  best 
time  to  plow  under  clover  for  wheat.     He  replied  as  follows : 

"Plow  under  the  clover  when  it  is  at  full  growth.  But  your 
question  can  much  better  be  answ'cred  at  the  end  of  a  long,  free 
talk,  which  can  best  be  had  here.  I  have  many  times  asked  joii 
to  come  here,  not  to  see  fine  farming,  for  we  have  none  to  show, 
but  to  see  land  that  has  been  used  to  test  the  effects  of  clover  for 
nearly  70  years.  On  the  ground,  I  could  talk  to  a  willing  auditor 
long,  if  not  wisely.  I  am  getting  tired  of  being  misunderstood, 
and  of  having  my  statements  doubted  when  I  talk  about  clover 
as  the  great  renovator  of  land.  You  preach  agricultural  truth, 
and  the  facts  you  would  gather  in  this  neighborhood  are  worth 
your  knowing,  and  worth  giving  to  the  world.  So  come  here  and 
gather  some  facts  about  clover.  All  that  I  shall  tiy  to  prove  to 
you  is,  that  the  fact  that  clover  and  plaster  are  by  far  the  cheapest 
manures  that  can  be  had  for  our  lands,  lias  been  demonstrated  bj'- 
many  farmers  beyond  a  doubt — so  much  cheaper  than  barn-yard 
manure  that  the  mere  loaduag  of  and  spreading  costs  more  than 
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the  plaster  and  clover.     Do  not  quote  me  as  saying  this,  but  come 
and  see  the  farms  hereabouts,  and  talk  with  our  farmers." 


Of  course  I  went,  and  had  a  capital  time.  Mr.  Geddes  has  a 
magnificent  farm  of  about  400  acres,  some  four  miles  from 
Syracuse.  It  is  in  high  condition,  and  is  continually  improving, 
and  this  is  due  to  growing  large  and  frequent  crops  of  clover,  and 
to  good,  deep  plowing,  and  clean  and  tJiorough  culture. 

We  drove  round  among  the  farmers.  "Here  is  a  man,"  said 
Mr.  G.,  "  who  run  in  debt  $45  per  acre  for  his  farm.  He  has  edu- 
cated his  family,  paid  off  his  debt,  and  reports  his  net  profits  at 
from  $2,000  to  $2,500  a  year  on  a  farm  of  90  acres ;  and  this  is 
due  to  clover.  You  see  he  is  building  a  new  barn,  and  that  does 
not  look  as  though  his  land  was  running  down  under  the  system." 
The  next  farmer  we  came  to  was  also  putting  up  a  new  barn,  and 
another  farmer  was  enlarging  an  old  one.  "  Now,  these  farmers 
have  never  paid  a  dollar  for  manure  of  any  kind  except  plaster, 
and  their  lands  certainly  do  not  deteriorats." 


From  Syracuse,  I  went  to  Geneva,  to  see  our  old  friend  John 
Johnston.  "  Why  did  you  not  tell  me  you  were  coming  ? "  he 
said.  "  I  would  have  met  you  at  the  cars.  But  I  am  right  glad 
to  see  you.  I  want  to  show  you  my  wheat,  where  I  put  on  250 
lbs.  of  guano  per  acre  last  fall.  People  here  don't  know  that  I 
used  it,  and  you  must  not  mention  it.     It  is  grand." 

I  do  not  know  that  I  ever  saw  a  finer  piece  of  wheat.  It  was  the 
Diehl  variety,  sown  14th  September,  at  the  rate  of  IJ  bushels  per 
acre.  It  was  quite  thick  enough.  One  breadth  of  the  drill  was 
sown  at  the  rate  of  two  bushels  per  acre.  This  is  earlier.  "  But," 
said  Mr.  J. ,  "  the  other  will  have  larger  heads,  and  will  yield 
more."  After  examining  the  wheat,  we  went  to  look  at  the  piles 
of  muck  and  manure  in  the  barn-yard,  and  from  these  to  a  splen- 
did crop  of  timothy.  "It  will  go  2^  tons  of  hay  per  acre,"  said 
Mr.  J.,  "  and  now  look  at  this  adjoining  field.  It  is  just  as  good 
land  naturally,  and  there  is  merely  a  fence  between,  and  yet  the 
grass  and  clover  are  so  poor  as  hardly  to  be  worth  cutting." 

"  What  makes  the  difi'erence  ?  "  I  asked. 

Mr.  Johnston,  emphatically,  "  Manure." 

The  poor  field  did  not  belong  to  him! 

Mr.  Johnston's  farm  was  originally  a  cold,  wet,  clayey  soil.  Mr. 
Geddes'  land  did  not  need  draining,  or  very  little.  Of  course,  land 
that  needs  draining,  is  richer  after  it  is  drained,  than  land  that  is 
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naturally  drained.  And  thougli  Mr.  Johnston  was  always  a  good 
farmer,  yet  he  says  he  "  never  made  money  until  he  commenced  to 
drain. "  The  accumulated  fertility  in  the  land  could  then  be  made 
available  by  good  tillage,  and  from  that  day  to  this,  his  land  has 
been  growing  richer  and  richer.  And,  in  fact,  the  same  is  true  of 
Mr.  Geddes'  farm.  It  is  richer  land  to-day  than  when  first  plowed, 
while  there  is  one  field  that  for  seventy  years  has  had  no  manure 
applied  to  it,  except  plaster.  How  is  this  to  be  explained  ?  Mr. 
Geddes  would  say  it  was  due  to  clover  and  plaster.  But  this  does 
not  fully  satisfy  those  who  claim,  (and  truly),  that  "  always  taking 
out  of  the  meal-tub  and  never  putting  in,  soon  comes  to  the  bot- 
tom." The  clover  can  add  nothing  to  the  land,  that  it  did  not  get 
from  the  soil,  except  organic  matter  obtained  from  the  atmosphere, 
and  the  plaster  furnishes  little  or  nothing  except  lime  and  sulphu- 
ric acid.  There  are  all  the  other  ingredients  of  plant-food  to  be 
accounted  for — phosphoric  acid,  potash,  soda,  magnesia,  etc.  A 
crop  of  clover,  or  corn,  or  wheat,  or  barley,  or  oats,  will  not  come 
to  perfection  unless  every  one  of  these  elements  is  present  in  the 
soil  in  an  available  condition.  Mr.  Geddes  has  not  furnished  a 
single  ounce  of  any  one  of  them. 

"  Where  do  they  come  from  ?  " 

I  answer,  from  the  soil  itself.  There  is  probably  enough  of  these 
elements  in  the  soil  to  last  ten  thousand  years ;  and  if  we  return  to 
the  soil  all  the  straw,  chaflF,  and  bran,  and  sell  nothing  but  fine  flour, 
meat,  butter,  etc.,  there  is  probably  enough  to  last  a  million  years, 
and  you  and  I  need  not  trouble  ourselves  with  speculations  as  to 
what  will  happen  after  that  time.  Nearly  all  our  soils  are  practi- 
cally inexhaustible.  But  of  course  these  elements  are  not  in  an 
available  condition.  If  they  were,  the  rains  would  wash  them  all 
into  the  ocean.  They  are  rendered  available  by  a  kind  of  fermen- 
tation. A  manure-heap  packed  as  hard  and  solid  as  a  rock  would 
not  decay ;  but  break  it  up,  make  it  fine,  turn  it  occasionally  so  as 
to  expose  it  to  the  atmosphere,  and  with  the  proper  degree  of  mois- 
ture and  heat  it  will  ferment  rapidly,  and  all  its  elements  will 
soon  become  available  food  for  plants.  Nothing  has  been  created 
by  the  process.  It  was  all  there.  We  have  simplj'-  made  it  availa- 
Ue.  So  it  is  with  the  soil.  Break  it  up,  make  it  fine,  turn  it 
occasionally,  expose  it  to  the  atmosphere,  and  the  elements  it  con- 
tains become  available.  • 

I  do  not  think  that  Mr.  Geddes'  land  h  any  better,  naturally, 

than  yours  or  mine.     We  can  all  raise  fair  crops  bj'  cultivating 

the  land  thoroughly,  and  by  never  allowing  a  weed  to  grow.     On 

Mr.  Laweo'  experimental  wheat-field,  the  plot  that  has  never  rc- 
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ceived  a  particle  of  manure,  produces  emry  year  an  average  of 
about  15  bushels  per  acre.  And  the  whole  crop  is  removed — grain, 
straw,  and  chaff.  Nothing  is  returned.  And  that  the  land  is  not 
remarlvably  rich,  is  evident  from  the  fact  tliat  some  of  the  farms  in 
the  neighborhood,  produce,  under  the  ordinary  system  of  manage- 
ment, but  little  more  wheat,  once  in  four  or  five  years  than  is 
raised  every  year  on  this  experimental  plot  withoat  any  manure. 

Why?  Because  these  fai'mers  do  not  half  work  their  land,  and 
the  manure  tliey  make  is  little  better  than  rotten  straw.  Mr.  Lawcs' 
wheat-fleld  is  plowed  twice  every  year,  and  when  I  was  there,  the 
crop  was  hand-hoed  two  or  three  times  in  the  spring.  Not  a  weed 
is  suffered  to  grow.     And  this  is  all  there  is  to  it. 

Now,  of  course,  instead  of  raising  15  bushels  of  wheat  every  year, 
it  is  a  good  deal  better  to  raise  a  crop  of  30  bushels  every  otlier 
year,  and  still  better  to  raise  45  bushels  every  thh'd  year.  And  it 
is  here  that  clover  comes  to  our  aid.  It  will  enable  us  to  do  this 
very  thing,  and  the  land  runs  no  greater  risk  of  exhaustion  than 
Mr.  Lawes'  unmanured  wheat  crop. 


Mr.  Geddcs  and  I  do  not  differ  as  much  as  you  suppose.  In  fact, 
I  do  not  believe  that  we  differ  at  all.  He  has  for  j'ears  been  an 
earnest  advocate  for  growing  clover  as  a  renovating  crop.  He 
thinks  it  by  far  the  cheapest  manure  that  can  be  obtained  in  this 
section.  I  agree  with  him  most  fully  in  all  these  particulars.  He 
formed  his  opinion  from  experience  and  observation.  I  derived 
mine  from  the  Tiothamsted  experiments.  And  the  more  I  see  of 
practical  farming,  the  more  am  I  satisfied  of  their  truth.  Clover 
is,  unquestionably,  the  great  renovating  crop  of  American  agricul- 
ture. A  crop  of  clover,  equal  to  two  tens  of  haj',  when  plowed 
under,  will  furnish  more  ammonia  to  the  soil  than  twenty  tons  of 
straw-made  manure,  drawn  out  fresh  and  wet  in  the  spring,  or 
than  twelve  tons  of  our  ordinary  barn-j-ard  manure.  No  wonder 
Mr.  Geddes  and  other  intelligent  farmers  recommend  plowing 
under  clover  as  manure.  I  differ  from  them  in  no  respect  except 
this :  that  it  is  not  absolutely  essential  to  plow  clover  imder  in  the 
green  state  in  order  to  get  its  fertilizing  effect ;  but,  if  made  into 
hay,  and  this  hay  is  fed  to  animals,  and  all  the  manure  carefully 
saved,  and  returned  to  the  land,  there  need  be  comparatively  little 
loss.  The  animals  will  seldom  take  out  more  than  from  five  to 
ten  per  cent  of  all  tlic  nitrogen  furnished  in  the  food — and  less  still 
of  mineral  matter.  I  advocate  growing  all  the  clover  you  possibl}' 
can — so  does  Mr.  Geddes.  He  says,  plow  itunder  for  manure.  So 
say  I — unless  you  can  make  more  from  feeding  out  the  clover-hay, 
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than  will  pay  you  for  waiting  a  year,  and  for  cutting  and  curing 
tlie  clover  and  drawing  back  the  manure.  If  you  plow  it 
under,  you  are  sure  of  it.  There  is  no  loss.  In  feeding  it  out, 
you  may  lose  more  or  less  from  leaching,  and  injurious  fermenta- 
tion. But,  of  course,  you  need  not  lose  anything,  except  the  little 
that  is  retained  in  the  flesh,  or  wool,  or  milk,  of  the  animals.  As 
things  are  on  many  farms,  it  is  perhaps  best  to  plow  under  the 
clover  for  manure  at  once.  As  things  ought  to  be,  it  is  a  most 
wasteful  practice.  If  you  know  how  to  feed  out  the  hay  to  advan- 
tage, and  t'lke  pains  to  save  the  manure  (and  to  add  to  its  value  by 
feeding  oil-cake,  bran,  etc.,  with  it),  it  is  far  better  to  mow  your 
clover,  once  for  hay,  and  once  for  seed,  than  to  plow  it  under. 
Buy  oil-cake  and  bran  with  the  money  got  from  the  seed,  and 
growing  clover-seed  will  not  injure  the  laud. 


I  am  glad  to  hear  that  Mr.  Geddes  occasionally  sells  straw.  I 
once  sold  15  tons  of  straw  to  the  paper-makers  for  $150,  they 
drawing  it  themselves,  and  some  of  my  neighbors  criticised  me 
severely  for  doing  so.  It  is  not  considered  an  orthodox  practice. 
I  do  not  advocate  selling  straw  as  a  rule ;  but,  if  you  have  more 
than  you  can  use  to  advantage,  and  it  is  bringing  a  good  price, 
sell  part  of  the  straw  and  buy  bran,  oil-cake,  etc.,  with  the  monej'. 
To  feed  nothing  but  straw  to  stock  is  poor  economy ;  and  to  rot 
it  down  for  manure  is  no  better.  Straw  itself  is  not  worth  $3.00 
a  ton  for  manure ;  and  as  one  ton  of  straw,  spread  in  an  open 
yard  to  rot,  will  make,  in  spring,  about  four  tons  of  so-called 
manure,  and  if  it  costs  50  cents  a  ton  to  draw  out  and  spread  it, 
the  straw,  even  at  this  comparatively  high  estimate  of  its  value, 
nets  you,  when  fed  out  alone,  or  rotted  down,  only  $1.00  a  ton. 

I  had  about  30  tons  of  straw.  Fed  out  alone  or  rotted  down  it 
would  make  120  tons  of  manure.  After  deducting  the  expense  of 
hauling,  and  spreading,  it  nets  me  on  the  land,  $30.  Now  sell 
half  the  straw  for  $150,  and  buy  three  tons  of  oil-cake  to  feed 
out  with  the  other  half,  and  you  would  have  about  seventy  tons  of 
manure.  The  manure  from,  the  fifteen  tons  of  straw  is  worth,  say 
$45,  and  from  the  three  tons  of  oil-cake,  $60,  or  $105.  It  will 
cost  $35  to  draw  and  spread  it,  and  will  thus  net  on  the  land,  $70. 
So  far  as  the  manure  question  is  concerned,  therefore,  it  is  far 
better  to  sell  half  your  straw,  and  buy  oil-cake  with  the  money, 
than  to  feed  it  out  alone — and  I  think  it  is  also  far  better  for  the 
stock.  Of  course,  it  would  be  better  for  the  farm,  not  to  sell  any 
of  the  straw,  and  to  buy  six  tons  of  oil-cake  to  feed  out  with  it; 
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but  those  of  us  who  are  short  of  capital,  must  be  content  to  bring 
up  our  laud  by  slow  degrees. 

"  1  am  at  a  loss  to  understand,"  wrote  Mr.  Geddes,  "  what  you 
mean,  when  you  saj^  that  a  ton  of  straw  will  make,  in  the  spring 
of  the  year,  four  tons  of  so-called  manure.  If  you  had  said  that 
four  tons  of  straw  would  make  one  ton  of  manure,  I  should  have 
thought  nothing  of  it.  But  how  you  can  turn  one  ton  of  straw 
into  four  tons  of  anything  that  anybody  will  call  manure,  I  do 
not  see.  In  a  conversation  I  had  with  Hon.  Lewis  F.  Allen,  of 
Black  Rock,  more  than  a  j^ear  ago,  he  told  me  that  he  had  enquired 
of  the  man  who  furnished  hay  for  feeding  cattle  at  the  Central 
Yards,  in  Buffalo,  as  to  the  loads  of  manure  he  sold,  and  though  I 
can  not  now  say  the  exact  quantity  to  a  ton  of  hay,  I  remember 
that  it  was  very  little — far  less  than  I  had  before  supposed.  Please 
explain  this  straw-manure  matter." 

Boussingault,  the  great  French  chemist-farmer,  repeatedly  ana- 
lyzed the  manure  from  his  barn-yard.  "  The  animals  which  had 
produced  this  dung,  were  30  horses,  30  oxen,  and  from  10  to  20 
pigs.  The  absolute  quantity  of  moisture  was  ascertained,  by  first 
drying  in  the  air  a  considerable  weight  of  dung,  and  after  pound- 
ing, continuing  and  completing,  the  drying  of  a  given  quantity." 
No  one  can  doubt  the  accuracy  of  the  results.  The  dung  made 
in  the 

Winter  of  1837-8,  contained  79. G  per  cent  of  water. 

"         "  1838-9,         "  77.8     "      "      "       " 

Autumn "  1839,  "  80.4    "      "      "        " 

Fresh  solid  cow-dung  contains,  according  to  the  same  authority, 
90  per  cent  of  water. 

I  have  frequently  seen  manure  drawn  out  in  the  spring,  that 
had  not  been  decomposed  at  all,  and  with  more  or  less  snow 
among  it,  and  with  water  dripping  from  the  wagon,  while  it  was 
being  loaded.  It  was,  in  fact,  straw  saturated  with  water,  and  dis- 
colored by  the  droppings  of  animals.  Now,  how  much  of  such 
manure  would  a  ton  of  dry  straw  make?  If  we  should  take  30 
lbs.  of  Ptraw,  trample  it  down,  and  from  time  to  time  sprinlde  it 
with  water  and  snow,  until  we  had  got  on  80  lbs. ,  and  then  put 
on  20  lbs.  more  straw,  and  80  Its.  more  water,  and  keep  on  until 
we  had  used  up  a  ton  of  straw,  how  much  "  so-called  manure," 
should  we  have  to  draw  out  ? 

30  lbs.  of  straw,  and  SO  lbs.  watcr^lOO  lbs.  so-called  manure. 
3,000  lbs.  of  straw,  and  8,000  lbs.  water=10,000  lbs.  so-called  manure. 

In  other  words,  we  get  five  tons  of  such  manure  from  one  t;)n  of 
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straw.  This  is,  perhaps,  an  extreme  case,  but  there  can  be  little 
doubt,  that  a  ton  of  straw,  trampled  down  by  cattle,  and  sheep,  in 
an  open  barn-yard,  exposed  to  snow  and  rain,  would  weigh  four 
tons  when  drawn  out  wet  in  the  spring. 


Yes,  it  is  quite  an  argument  in  favor  of  manure  cellars.  I  have 
always  had  a  prejudice  against  them — probably,  because  the  first 
one  I  saw  was  badly  managed.  There  is,  however,  no  necessity, 
even  in  an  ordinary  open  barn-yard,  with  more  or  less  sheds  and 
stables,  of  having  so  much  water  in  the  manure  when  drawn  out. 
The  real  point  of  my  remarks,  which  so  surprised  Mr.  Geddcs, 
was  this :  "We  have  to  draw  out  so  much  water  with  our  manure, 
under  any  circumstances,  that  we  should  try  to  have  it  as  rich  as 
possible.  It  is  certainly  true,  that,  if  the  manure  from  a  ton  of 
straw  is  worth  $3,  that  from  a  ton  of  clover-hay,  is  worth  $10. 
And  it  costs  no  more  to  draw  out  and  spread  the  one  than  the 
other.  I  have  never  yet  found  a  farmer  who  would  believe  that 
a  ton  of  clover-hay,  rotted  down  in  the  barn-yard,  would  make 
three  or  four  tons  of  manure ;  but  he  would  readily  assent  to  the 
proposition,  that  it  took  four  or  five  tons  of  green-clover  to  make  a 
ton  of  hay ;  and  that  if  these  four  or  fiA^e  tons  of  green-clover  were 
rotted  in  the  yard,  it  would  make  three  or  four  tons  of  manure. 
And  yet,  the  ov\j  difference  between  the  green-clover  and  the  hay, 
is,  that  the  latter  has  lost  some  60  or  70  per  cent  of  water  in  cur- 
ing. Add  that  amount  of  water  to  the  hay,  and  it  will  make  as 
much  manure  as  the  green-clover  from  which  the  hay  was  made. 

GYPSUM   AND    CLOVER   AS    MANURE, 

A  good  fanner  came  in  while  we  were  talking.  "  Nothing  like 
•  plaster  and  clover,"  he  said,  "  for  keeping  up  a  wheat-farm."  And 
you  will  find  this  the  general  opinion  of  nearly  all  American 
wheat-growers.  It  must  be  accepted  as  a  fact.  But  the  deduc- 
tions drawn  from  the  fact  are  as  various  as  they  are  numerous. 

Let  us  look  first  at  tlie  fact.  And,  if  you  like,  we  will  take  my 
own  farm  as  an  example.  About  60  years  ago,  it  was  covered  with 
the  primeval  forest.  The  trees,  on  the  higher  and  drier  land,  were 
first  cut  down,  and  many  of  them  burnt  on  the  land.  Wheat  was 
sown  among  the  stumps.  The  crop  varied  in  different  years,  from 
10  to  30  bushels  per  acre.  AVhen  30  bushels  were  grown,  the  fact 
was  remembered.  When  10  bushels  only  were  grown,  little  was  said 
about  it  in  after  years,  until  now  there  is  a  general  impression 
that  our  wheat  crops  were  formerl}^  much  larger  per  acre  than 
now.    I  doubt  it;  but  wc  will  not  discuss  the  point.     One  thing  is 
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certain,  the  land  would  produce  good  crops  of  clover;  and  when 
this  clover  was  plowed  under  for  manure,  we  got  better  crops  of 
wheat  afterwards.  This  was  the  rule.  Later,  we  commenced  to 
use  gypsum  as  a  top-dressing  on  clover.  The  effect  was  often 
wonderful.  Farmers  will  tell  you  that  they  sowed  200  lbs.  of 
plaster  per  acre,  ou  their  young  clover,  in  the  spring,  and  it 
doubled  the  crop.  This  statement  expresses  an  agricultural,  and  not 
aa  arithmetical  fact.  We  do  not  know  that  the  crop  on  the  plas- 
tered portion  was  twice  as  heavy  as  on  the  unplastered.  We  know 
that  it  was  larger,  and  more  luxuriant.  There  was  a  greater,  and 
more  vigorous  growth.  And  this  extra  growth  was  caused  by  the 
small  top-dressing  of  powdered  gypsum  rock.  It  was  a  great  fact 
in  agriculture.     I  will  call  it  fact,  No.  1. 

Then,  when  the  clover  was  turned  under,  wc  usually  got  good 
wheat.  This  is  fact,  No.  3.  On  these  two  facts,  hang  many  of 
our  agricultural  theories.  We  may  state  these  facts  in  many  ways. 
Still,  it  all  comes  to  this :  Clover  is  good  for  wheat ;  plaster  is  good 
for  clover. 

There  is  another  fact,  which  is  a  matter  of  general  observation. 
and  remark.  You  rarely  find  a  good  farmer  who  does  not  pay 
special  attention  to  his  clover-crop.  When  I  was  riding  with  Mr. 
Geddes,  among  the  farmers  of  Onondaga  County,  on  passing  a 
farm  where  everything  looked  thrifty — good  fences,  good  build- 
ings, good  garden,  good  stock,  and  the  land  clean  and  in  good  con- 
dition— I  would  ask  who  lived  there,  or  some  other  question.  No 
matter  what.  The  answer  was  always  the  same.  "  Oh  !  he  is 
another  of  our  clover  men."     We  will  call  this  fact,  No.  3. 

And  when,  a  year  afterwards,  Mr.  Geddes  returned  my  visit, 
and  I  drove  him  around  among  the  farmers  of  Monroe  County,  he 
found  precisely  the  same  state  of  facts.     All  our  good  farmers . 
were  clover  men.     Among  the  good  wheat-growers  in  Michigan, 
you  will  find  the  same  state  of  things. 

These  are  the  facts.    Let  us  not  quarrel  over  them, 
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CHAPTEE     XXIV. 
THE    CHEAPEST    MANURE    A    FARMER    CAN    USE. 

I  do  not  know  who  first  said,  "  The  cheapest  manure  a  farmer 
can  use  is — clover-seed,"  but  the  saying  has  become  part  of  our 
agricultural  literatm'e,  and  deserves  a  passing  remark. 

I  have  heard  good  farmers  in  Western  New  York  say,  that  if 
they  had  a  field  sown  with  wheat  that  they  were  going  to  plow 
the  spring  after  the  crop  was  harvested,  they  would  sow  10  lbs.  of 
clover-seed  on  the  wheat  in  the  spring.  They  thought  that  the 
growth  of  the  clover  in  the  fall,  after  the  wheat  was  cut,  and  the 
growth  the  nest  spring,  before  the  land  was  plov/ed,  would  afford 
manure  worth  much  more  than  the  cost  of  the  clover-seed. 

"  I  do  not  doubt  it,"  said  the  Deacon ;  "  but  would  it  not  be 
better  to  let  the  cro^D  grow  a  few  months  longer,  and  then  plow 
it  under  ?  " 

"But  that  is  not  the  point,"  I  remarked ;  "  wc  sometimes  adopt 
a  rotation  when  Indian-corn  follows  a  crop  of  wheat.  In  such  a 
case,  good  farmers  sometimes  plow  the  land  in  the  fall,  and  again 
the  next  spring,  and  then  plant  corn.  This  is  one  method.  But  I 
have  known,  as  I  said  before,  good  farmers  to  seed  down  the 
wheat  with  clover ;  and  the  following  spring,  say  the  third  week 
in  3Iay,  plow  under  the  young  clover,  and  plant  immediately  on 
the  furrow.  If  the  land  is  warm,  and  in  good  condition,  you  will 
frequently  get  clover,  by  this  time,  a  foot  high,  and  will  have  two 
or  three  tons  of  succulent  vegetation  to  turn  under;  and 
the  farmer  who  first  recommended  the  jiraclice  to  me,  said 
that  the  cut-worms  were  so  fond  of  this  green-clover  that 
they  did  not  molest  the  young  corn-plants.  I  once  tried  the  plan 
myself,  and  found  it  to  work  well ;  but  since  then,  I  have  kept  so 
many  pigs  and  sheep,  that  clover  has  been  too  useful  to  plow  un- 
der.    But  we  will  not  discuss  this  point  at  present. 

"  What  I  wanted  to  say  is  this :  Here  we  have  a  field  in  wheat. 
Half  of  it  (A)  we  seed  down  with  12  lbs.  of  clover-seed  per  acre ; 
the  other  half  (B)  not.  The  clover-seed  and  sowing  on  A,  cost,  say, 
$3  per  acre.  Wc  plow  B  in  the  fall ;  this  will  cost  us  about  as 
much  as  the  clover-seed  sown  on  A.  In  the  spring,  A  and  B  are 
both  plowed  and  planted  to  corn.  Now,  which  half  of  the  field 
will  be  in  the  cleanest  and  best  condition,  and  which  will  produce 
the  best  corn,  and  the  best  barley,  or  oats,  afterwards?  " 
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"  I  vote  for  A,"  said  Iho  Deacon. 

"  I  vote  for  A,"  said  the  Doctor. 

"  I  vote  for  A,"  said  the  Squire. 

"  I  shouKl  think,"  modestly  suggested  Charlej^  "  tliat  it  would 
depend  somewhat  on  the  soil,"  and  Charley  is  right.  On  a  clean, 
moderately  rich  piece  of  light,  sandy  soil,  I  should  certainly  ex- 
pect much  better  corn,  and  better  barley  or  oats,  on  A,  where  the 
clover  was  grown,  than  on  B.  But  if  the  field  was  a  strong  loam, 
that  needed  thorough  cultivation  to  get  it  mellow  enough  for  corn, 
I  am  inclined  to  think  that  B  would  come  out  ahead.  At  any 
rate,  I  am  sure  that  on  my  own  farm,  moderately  stiff  laud,  if  I 
was  going  to  plant  corn  after  wheat,  I  should  not  seed  it  down 
with  clovei".  I  would  plow  the  whcat-stubble  immediately  after 
harvest,  and  harrow  and  cultivate  it  to  kill  the  weeds,  and  then, 
six  weeks  or  two  months  later,  I  would  plow  it  again.  I  would 
draw  out  manure  in  the  winter,  pile  it  up  in  the  tield  to  ferment, 
and  the  next  spring  spread  it,  and  ploAv  it  under,  and  then — 

"And  then  what  ?"  asked  the  Deacon. — "  Why  the  truth  is," 
said  I,  "  then  I  would  not  plant  corn  at  all.  I  should  either  sow 
the  field  to  barley,  or  drill  in  mangel-Avurzel  or  Swede-turnips. 
But  if  I  did  plant  corn,  I  should  expect  better  corn  than  if  I  had 
gown  clover  with  the  wheat;  and  the  land,  if  the  corn  was  well 
cultivated,  would  be  remarkably  clean,  and  in  fine  condition;  and 
the  nest  time  the  land  was  seeded  down  Vv'ilh  clover,  we  could 
reasonably  expect  a  great  crop." 

The  truth  is,  that  clover-seed  is  sometimes  a  very  cheap  manure, 
and  farmers  are  in  no  danger  of  sowing  too  much  of  it.  I  do  not 
mean  sowing  too  much  seed  per  acre,  but  they  are  in  no  danger  of 
sowing  too  many  acres  with  clover.  On  tliis  point,  there  is  no 
ditTcrence  of  opinion.  It  is  only  when  we  come  to  cxiilain  the 
action  of  clover — when  we  draw  deductions  from  the  facts  of  the 
the  case — that  we  enter  a  field  bristling  all  over  with  controversy. 


"  You  have  just  finished  threshing,"  said  the  Deacon,  "and  for 
my  part,  I  would  rather  liear  how  your  wheat  turned  out,  than  to 
listen  to  auj^  of  your  chemical  talk  about  nitrogen,  iDhosphoric 
acid,  and  potash." 

"  The  wheat,"  said  I,  "  turned  out  full  as  well  as  I  expected. 
Fourteen  acres  of  it  was  after  wheat,  and  eight  acres  of  it  after 
oats.  Both  these  fields  Avere  seeded  down  with  clover  last  year, 
but  the  clover  failed,  and  there  was  nothing  to  be  done  but  to  risk 
them  again  with  wheat.    The  remainder  was  after  barley.     In  all, 
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there  was  not  quite  40  acres,  and  we  bad  054  busliols  of  Diohl 
wheat.  This  is  not  bad  in  the  circums^tances ;  but  I  sball  not 
be  content  until  I  can  averapje,  taking  one  year  with  another,  35 
to  40  bushels  per  acre.  If  the  land  had  been  rich  enough,  there 
would  unquestionably  have  been  40  bushels  per  acre  this  year. 
That  is  to  say,  the  teason  was  quite  capable  of  producing  this 
amount ;  and  I  think  the  mechancial  condition  of  the  land  was 
also  equal  to  it;  all  that  was  needed  was  sufficient  available  plant- 
food  in  the  soil." 

"  I  can  see  no  reason,"  said  the  Doctor,  "  why  you  may  not  av- 
erage 40  bushels  of  wljcat  per  acre  in  a  good  season." 

"  The  field  of  14  acres,"  said  I,  "  where  wheat  followed  wheat, 
yielded  23  bushels  per  acre.  Last  year  it  yielded  22  bushels  per 
acre  ;  and  so  we  got  in  the  two  years  45  bushels  per  acre." 

This  field  has  had  no  manure  of  any  kind  for  years.  In  fact, 
since  the  land  was  cleared,  40  or  50  years  ago,  I  presume  that  all 
the  manure  that  has  been  applied  would  not,  in  the  aggregate, 
be  equal  to  more  than  a  good  crop  of  clover-hay.  The  available 
plant-food  required  to  produce  these  two  crops  of  wfieat  came 
from  the  soil  itself,  and  from  the  rain,  dews,  and  atmosphere.  The 
land  is  now  seeded  down  with  clover,  and  with  the  aid  of  a  bushel 
or  two  of  plaster  per  acre,  next  spring,  it  is  not  improbable  that, 
if  mown  twice  for  hay  next  year,  it  will  yield  in  the  two  crops 
three  tons  of  hay  per  acre. 

Now,  three  tons  of  clover-hay  contain  about  33  lbs.  of  phos- 
phoric acid,  90  lbs.  of  potash,  and  150  lbs.  of  nitrogen. 

The  last  crop  of  wheat,  of  22  bushels  per  acre,  and  say  1,500 
lbs.  of  straw,  would  contaia  : 

In  the  fjrain.  In  the  straw.  In  total  crop. 

Phosphoric  acid Hi  lbs.  .3*  lbs.  1.5i  lbs. 

Potash <:*  "  0*  "  IGi   " 

Nitrogen 2.3   "  04   "  32i   " 

It  seems  very  unkind  in  the  wheat-plants  not  to  give  me  more 
than  22  bushels  per  acre,  when  tlie  clover-plants  coming  after  will 
find  phosphoric  acid  enough  for  40  bushels  of  wheat,  and  potash 
and  nitrogen  enough  for  nearly  100  bushels  of  wheat  per  acre. 
And  tliese  are  tlie  three  important  constituents  of  plant-food. 

Why,  then,  did  I  get  only  22  bushels  of  wheat  per  acre?    I  got 

23  bushels  on  the  same  land  the  year  previous,  and  it  is  not 

improbable  that  if  I  had  sown  the  same  land  to  wheat  again  this 

fall,  I  should  get  13  or  15  bushels  per  acre  again  next  year.     But 

'  the  clover  will  find  plant-food  enough  for  40  bushels  of  wheat. 

"  There  is  not  much  doubt,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  that  you  will 
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get  a  good  crop  of  clover,  if  you  will  keep  the  sheep  off  of  the  land 
this  fall.  But  I  do  not  see  what  ypu  mean  by  the  clover-plants 
finding  food  enough  for  40  bushels  of  wheat,  while  in  point  of 
fact,  if  you  had  sown  the  field  again  to  wheat  this  fall,  you  would 
not,  as  you  say,  probably  get  more  than  12  or  15  bushels  of  wheat. 

"  He  means  this,"  said  the  Doctor.  "  If  he  had  sown  the  land 
to  wheat  this  fall,  without  manure,  he  would  probably  not  get 
over  15  bushels  of  wheat  per  acre,  and  yet  you  both  agree  that  the 
land  will,  in  all  probability,  produce  next  year,  if  mown  twice, 
three  tons  of  clover-hay  per  acre,  without  any  manure. 

"  Now,  if  we  admit  that  the  clover  gets  no  more  nitrogen  from 
the  rain  and  dews,  and  from  the  atmosphere,  than  the  wheat  will 
get,  then  it  follows  that  this  soil,  which  will  only  produce  15  bush- 
els of  wheat  per  acre,  does,  in  point  of  fact,  contain  plant-food 
enough  for  40  bushels  of  wheat,  and  the  usual  proportion  of  straw. 

"  The  two  crops  take  up  from  the  soil  as  follows  : 

PJwsphoris  acid.      Potash.  Mtrogen. 

15  bushels  wheat  and  straw lOJlbs.  IH  lbs.  23  lbs. 

3  tons  clover-hay 33  "  SO     "  150   " 

"  These  facts  and  figures,"  continued  the  Doctor,  "  are  worth 
looking  at  and  thinking  about.  Why  can  not  the  wheat  get  as 
much  phosphoric  acid  out  of  the  soil  as  the  clover  ? " 

"Because,"  said  the  Deacon,  "the  roots  of  the  clover  go  down 
deeper  into  the  subsoil  than  the  roots  of  wheat." 

"  That  is  a  very  good  reason,  so  far  as  it  goes,"  said  I,  "  but 
does  not  include  all  the  facts.  I  have  no  sort  of  doubt,  that  if  I 
had  sown  this  land  to  wheat,  and  put  on  75  lbs.  of  nitrogen  per 
acre,  I  should  have  got  a  wheat-crop  containing,  in  grain  and 
straw,  30  lbs.  of  phosphoric  acid.  And  so  the  reason  I  got  15 
bushels  of  wheat  per  acre,  instead  of  40  bushels,  is  not  because 
the  roots  of  wheat  do  not  go  deep  enough  to  find  sufiicient  soluble 
phosphoric  acid." 

"  Possibly,"  said  the  Doctor,  "  the  nitrogen  you  apply  may  ren- 
der the  phosphoric  acid  in  the  soil  more  soluble." 

"  That  is  true,"  said  I ;  "  and  this  was  the  answer  Liebig  gave  to 
Mr.  Lawes.  Of  which  more  at  some  future  time.  But  this  an- 
swer, like  the  Deacon's,  does  not  cover  all  the  facts  of  the  case ; 
for  a  supply  of  soluble  phosphoric  acid  would  not,  in  all  proba- 
bility, give  me  a  large  crop  of  wheat.  I  will  give  you  some  facts 
presently  bearing  on  this  point. 

"  What  we  want  to  find  out  is,  why  the  clover  can  get  so  much 
more  phosphoric  acid,  potash,  and  nitrogen,  than  the  wheat,  from  ' 
the  same  soil  ?" 
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MORE  ABOUT  CLOVER. 

The  Deacon  seemed  to  think  the  Doctor  was  going  to  give  a 
scientific  answer  to  the  question.  "  If  the  clover  can  get  more  ni- 
trogen, phosphoric  acid,  and  potash,  from  the  same  soil  than 
Avheat,"  said  he,  "  why  not  accept  the  fact,  and  act  accordingly  ? 
You  scientific  gentlemen  want  to  explain  everything,  and  some- 
times make  confusion  worse  confounded.  We  know  that  a  sheep 
will  grow  fat  in  a  pasture  where  a  cow  would  starve." 

"  True,"  said  the  Doctor,  "  and  that  is  because  the  cow  gathers 
food  with  her  tongue,  and  must  have  the  grass  long  enough  for 
her  to  get  hold  of  it ;  while  a  sheep  picks  up  the  grass  with  her 
teeth  and  gums,  and,  consequently,  the  sheep  can  eat  the  grass 
down  into  the  very  ground." 

"  Very  well,"  said  the  Deacon  ;  "  and  how  do  you  know  but  that 
the  roots  of  the  clover  gather  up  their  food  sheep-fashion,  while 
the  wheat-roots  eat  like  a  cow  ?  " 

"  That  is  not  a  very  scientific  waj^  of  putting  it,"  said  the  Doc- 
tor; "but  I  am  inclined  to  think  the  Deacon  has  the  right  idea." 

"  Perhaps,  then,"  said  I,  "  we  had  better  let  it  go  at  that  until  we 
get  more  light  on  the  subject.  We  must  conclude  that  the  wheat 
can  not  get  food  enough  from  the  soil  to  yield  a  maximum  crop, 
not  because  there  is  not  food  enough  in  the  field,  but  the  roots  of 
the  wheat  are  so  constituted  that  they  can  not  gather  it  up ;  while 
clover-roots,  foraging  in  the  same  soil,  can  find  all  they  want." 

"  Clover,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  is  the  scavenger  of  the  farm ;  like 
a  pig,  it  gathers  up  what  would  otherwise  be  wasted." 

"  Of  course,  these  illustrations,"  said  the  Doctor,  "  do  not  give 
us  any  clear  idea  of  Iiow  the  clover-plants  take  up  food.  We  must 
recollect  that  the  roots  of  plants  taivc  up  their  food  in  solution  ; 
and  it  has  just  occurred  to  me  that,  possibly,  Mr.  Lawes'  experi- 
ments on  the  amount  of  water  given  off  by  plants  during  their 
growth,  may  throw  some  light  on  the  subject  we  are  discussing." 

"Mr.  Lawes  found,"  continued  the  Doctor,  "  that  a  wheat-plant, 
from  March  19  to  June  28,  or  101  days,  evaporated  through  its 
loaves,  etc.,  45,713  grains  of  water;  while  a  clover-plant,  standing 
alongside,  and  in  precisely  similar  condition,  evaporated  55,008 
grains.  The  clover  was  cut  June  28,  when  in  full  bloom.  The 
wheat-plant  Avas  allowed  to  grow  until  ripe,  Sept.  7.  From  June  28 
to  Sept.  7,  or  72  days,  the  wheat-plant  evaporated  67,814  grains." 

"  One  moment,"  said  the  Deacon ;  "  as  I  understand,  the  clover- 
plant  evaporated  more  water  than  the  wheat-plant,  until  the  28th 
of  June,  but  that  during  the  next  71  days,  the  Avhcat-i)lant  evap- 
orated more  water  than  it  had  during  the  previous  101  days." 
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"  Yes,"  said  I,  "  and  if  these  facts  prove  nothing  else,  they  at 
least  show  that  there  is  a  great  difference  between  wheat  and 
clover.  I  was  at  Rothamsted  when  these  experiments  were 
made.  During  the  first  nine  days  of  the  experiment,  the  clover- 
plant  evaporated  399.6  grains  of  water ;  while  the  wheat-plant, 
standing  alongside,  evaporated  only  128.7  grains.  In  other  words, 
the  clover-plaut  evaporated  three  times  as  much  water  as  the 
wheat-plant.  During  the  next  31  days,  the  wheat-plant  evap- 
orated 1,267.8  grains,  and  the  clover-plant  1,643.0  grains  ;  but  dur- 
ing the  next  27  days,  from  April  28  to  May  25,  the  wheat-plant 
evaporated  162.4  grains  of  water  per  day,  while  the  clover-plant 
only  evaporated  109.2  grains  per  day.  During  the  next  34  days, 
from  May  25  to  June  28,  the  wheat-plant  evaporated  1,177.4  grains 
per  day,  and  the  clover-p'lant  1,473.5  grains  per  day." 

"In  June,"  said  the  Deacon,  "the  clover  evaporates  ten  times 
as  much  w^ater  per  day  as  it  did  in  May.  How  much  water  would 
an  acre  of  clover  evaporate  ?  " 

"  Let  Charley  figure  it  out,"  said  the  Doctor.  "  Suppose  each 
plant  occupies  10  square  inches  of  land;  there  are  6,272,640  square 
inches  in  an  acre,  and,  consequently,  there  would  be  627,264 
clover-plants  on  an  acre.  Each  plant  evaporated  1,473.5  grains 
per  day,  and  there  are  7,000  grains  in  a  pound." 

Charley  made  the  calculation,  and  found  that  an  acre  of  clover, 
from  May  25  to  June  28,  evaporated  528,598  lbs.  of  water,  or  15,- 
547  lbs.  per  daj^ 

A  much  more  accurate  way  of  ascertaining  how  much  water  an 
acre  of  clover  evaporates  is  afforded  us  by  these  experiments. 
After  the  plants  were  cut,  they  were  weighed  and  analyzed  ;  and 
it  being  known  exactly  how  much  water  each  plant  had  given  off 
during  its  growth,  we  have  all  the  facts  necessary  to  tell  us  just 
how  much  a  crop  of  a  given  weight  would  evaporate.  In  brief,  it 
was  found  that  for  each  pound  of  dry  substance  in  the  wheat- 
plant,  247.4  lbs.  of  water  had  been  evaporated ;  and  for  each 
pound  in  the  clover-plant,  269.1  lbs. 

An  acre  of  wheat  of  15  bushels  per  acre  of  grain,  and  an  equal 
weight  of  straw,  would  exhale  during  the  spring  and  summer 
177-1  tons  of  water,  or  calculated  on  172  days,  the  duration  of  the 
experiment,  2,055  lbs.  per  day. 

An  acre  of  clover  that  would  make  two  tons  of  hay,  would 
pass  off  through  its  leaves,  in  101  days,  430  tons  of  water,  or  8,000 
lbs.  per  day — more  than  four  times  as  much  as  the  wheat. 

These  figures  show  that,  from  an  agricultural  point  of  view, 
there  is  a  great  difference  between  wheat  and  clover  ;  and  yet  I 
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tiiink  the  figures  do  not  show  the  whole  of  the  difference.  The 
clover  was  cut  just  at  the  time  when  the  wheat-plant  was 
entering  on  its  period  of  most  rapid  growth  and  exhalation,  and, 
consequently,  the  figures  given  above  probably  exaggerate  the 
amount  of  water  given  off  by  the  wheat  during  the  early  part  of 
th3  season.  It  is,  at  any  rate,  quite  clear,  and  this  is  all  I  want  to 
show,  that  an  acre  of  good  clover  exhales  a  much  larger  amount 
of  water  from  spring  to  hay-harvest  than  an  acre  of  wheat. 

"  And  what,"  said  the  Deacon,  who  was  evidently  getting  tired 
of  the  figures,  "  does  all  this  prove?  " 

The  figures  prove  that  clover  can  drink  a  mucli  greater  quantity 
of  water  during  March,  April,  May,  and  June,  than  wheat;  and, 
consequently,  to  get  the  same  amount  of  food,  it  is  not  necessary 
that  the  clover  should  have  as  much  nitrogen,  phosphoric  acid, 
potash,  etc.,  in  the  water  as  the  wheat-plant  requires.  I  do  not 
know  that  I  make  myself  understood.'' 

"Touwant  to  show,"  said  the  DcacoD,"that  the  wheat-plant 
requires  richer  food  than  clover." 

Tes,  I  want  to  show  that,  though  clover  requires  more  food  per 
day  than  wheat,  yet  the  clover  can  drink  such  a  large  amount  of 
water,  that  it  is  not  necessary  to  make  the  "sai)  of  th3  soil"  so 
rich  in  nitrogen,  phosphoric  acid,  and  potash,  for  clover,  as  it  is 
for  wheat.     I  think  this  tells  the  whole  story. 

Clover  is,  or  may  be,  the  grandest  renovating  and  enriching 
crop  commonly  grown  on  our  farms.  It  owes  its  great  value,  not 
to  any  power  it  may  or  may  not  possess  of  getting  nitrogen  from 
the  atmosphere,  or  phosphoric  acid  and  potash  from  the  subsoil, 
but  principally,  if  not  entirely,  to  the  fact  that  the  roots  can  drink 
up  such  a  large  amount  of  water,  and  live  and  thrive  on  very 
weak  food. 

HOW   TO    MAKE   A  FARM   EICH   BT   GROWING    CLOVER. 

Not  by  growing  the  clover,  and  selling  it.  Nothing  would  ex- 
haust the  land  so  rapidly  as  such  a  practice.  "We  must  either  plow 
imder  the  clover,  let  it  rot  on  the  surface,  or  pasture  it,  or  use  it 
for  soiling,  or  make  it  into  hay,  feed  it  out  to  stock,  and  return  the 
manure  to  the  land.  If  clover  got  its  nitrogen  from  (he  atmos- 
phere, we  might  sell  the  clover,  and  depend  on  the  roots  left  in  the 
ground,  to  enrich  the  soil  for  the  next  crop.  But  if,  as  I  have  en- 
deavored to  show,  clover  gets  its  nitrogen  from  a  weak  solution  in 
the  soil,  it  is  clear,  that  though  for  a  year  or  two  we  might  raise 
good  crops  from  the  plant-food  left  in  the  clovcr-rools,  yet  we 
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should  soon  find  that  growing  a  crop  of  clover,  and  leavmg  only 
the  roots  in  the  soil,  is  no  way  to  permanently  enrich  land. 

I  do  not  say  that  such  a  practice  will  "  exhaust "  the  land.  For- 
tunately, while  it  is  an  easy  matter  to  impoverish  land,  we  should 
have  to  call  in  the  aid  of  the  most  advanced  agricultural  science, 
before  we  could  "  exhaust"  land  of  its  plant-food.  The  free  use  of 
Nitrate  of  Soda,  or  Sulphate  of  Ammonia,  might  enable  us  to  do 
something  in  the  way  of  exhausting  our  farms,  but  i*;  would  reduce 
our  balance  at  a  bank,  or  send  us  to  the  poor-house,  before  we  had 
fully  robbed  the  land  of  its  plant-food. 

To  exhaust  land,  by  growing  and  selling  clover,  is  an  agricultural 
impossibility,  for  the  simple  reason  that,  long  before  the  soil  is 
exhausted,  the  clover  would  produce  such  a  poverty-stricken  crop, 
that  we  should  give  up  the  attempt. 

We  can  make  our  land  poor,  by  growing  clover,  and  selling  it ; 
or,  w'e  can  make  our  land  rich,  by  growing  clover,  and  feeding  it 
out  on  the  farm.  Or,  rather,  we  can  make  our  land  rich,  by  drain- 
ing it  where  needed,  cultivating  it  thoroughly,  so  as  to  develope 
the  latent  plant-food  existing  in  the  soil,  and  then  by  grownng 
clover  to  take  up  and  organize  this  plant-food.  This  is  how  to 
make  land  rich  by  growing  clover.  It  is  not,  in  one  sense,  the 
clover  that  makes  the  land  rich ;  it  is  the  draining  and  cultivation, 
that  furnishes  the  food  for  the  clover.  The  clover  takes  up  this 
food  and  concentrates  it.  The  clover  does  not  create  the  plant- 
food;  it  merely  saves  it.  It  is  the  thorough  cultivation  that 
enriches  the  land,  not  the  clover. 

"  I  wish,"  writes  a  distinguished  New  York  gentleman,  who  has 
a  farm  of  barren  sand,  "  you  would  tell  us  whether  it  is  best  to  let 
clover  ripen  and  rot  on  the  surface,  or  plow  it  under  when  in 
blossom  ?  I  have  heard  that  it  gave  more  nitrogen  to  the  land  to 
let  it  ripen  and  rot  on  it,  but  as  I  am  no  chemist,  I  do  not  know." 

If,  instead  of  plowing  under  the  clover — say  the  last  of  June,  it 
was  left  to  grow  a  month  longer,  it  is  quite  possible  that  the  clover- 
roots  and  seed  would  contain  more  nitrogen  than  they  did  a  month 
earlier.  It  was  formerly  thought  that  there  was  a  loss  of  nitrogen 
during  the  ripening  process,  but  the  evidence  is  not  altogether  con- 
clusive on  the  point.  Still,  if  I  had  a  piece  of  sandy  land  that  I 
wished  to  enrich  by  clover,  I  do  not  think  I  should  plow  it  under  in 
June,  on  the  one  hand,  or  let  it  grow  until  maturity,  and  rot  down, 
on  the  other.  I  should  rather  prefer  to  mow  the  crop  just  as  it 
commenced  to  blossom,  and  let  the  clover  lie,  spread  out  on  the 
land,  as  left  by  the  machine.  There  would,  I  think,  be  no  loss  of 
fertilizing  elements  by  cvajioration,  while  the  clover-hay  would  act 
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as  a  mulch,  and  the  second  growth  of  clover  would  be  encouraged 
by  it.  Mow  this  second  crop  again,  about  the  first  week  in  August. 
Then,  unless  it  was  desirable  to  continue  the  process  another  year, 
the  land  might  be  plowed  up  in  two  or  three  weeks,  turning  under 
the  two  previous  crops  of  clover  that  are  on  the  surface,  together 
with  the  green-clover  still  growing.  I  believe  this  would  be  better 
than  to  let  the  clover  exhaust  itself  by  running  to  seed. 


CHAPTER      XXV. 
DR.    VCELCKEE'S    EXPERIMENTS    ON   CLOVER. 

In  the  Journal  of  the  Roj'al  Agricultural  Society  of  England,  for 
1868,  Dr.  Vcelcker,  the  able  chemist  of  the  Society,  and  formerly 
Professor  of  Agricultural  Chemistry,  at  the  Royal  Agricultural 
College  at  Cirencester,  England,  has  given  us  a  paper  "  On  the 
Causes  of  the  Benefits  of  Clover,  as  a  preparatory  Crop  for 
Wheat."  The  paper  has  been  repeatedly  and  extensively  quoted 
in  this  country,  but  has  not  been  as  critically  studied  as  the  impor- 
tance of  the  subject  demands. 

"Never  mind  all  that,"  said  the  Deacon,  "tell  us  what  Dr. 
Vcelcker  says." 

"Here  is  the  paper,"  said  I, "  and  Charley  will  read  it  to  us." 
Charley  read  as  follows  : 

"  Agricultural  chemists  inform  us,  that  in  order  to  maintain  the 
productive  powers  of  the  land  unimpaired,  we  must  restore  to  it  the 
phosphoric  acid,  potash,  nitrogen,  and  other  substances,  which 
enter  into  the  composition  of  our  farm  crops ;  the  constant  removal 
of  organic  and  inorganic  soil  constituents,  by  the  crops  usually  sold 
ofF  the  farm,  leading,  as  is  well  known,  to  more  or  less  rapid  dete- 
rioration and  gradual  exhaustion  of  the  land.  Even  the  best 
wheat  soils  of  this  and  other  countries,  become  more  and  more  im- 
poverished, and  sustain  a  loss  of  wheat-yielding  power,  when  corn- 
crops  are  grown  in  too  rapid  succession  without  manure.  Hence, 
tlie  universal  practice  of  manuring,  and  that  also  of  consuming  oil- 
cake, corn,  and  similar  purchased  food  on  land  naturally  poor,  or 
partially  exhausted  by  previous  cropping. 

"Whilst,  however,  it  holds  good  as  a  general  rule,  that  no  soil 
can  be  cropped  for  any  length  of  time,  without  gradually  becoming 
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more  and  more  infertile,  if  uo  manure  be  applied  to  it,  or  if  the 
fertilizing  elements  removed  by  the  crops  grown  thereon,  be  not  by 
some  means  or  other  restored,  it  is,  nevertheless,  a  fact,  that  after  a 
heavy  crop  of  clover  carried  off  as  hay,  the  land,  far  from  being  less 
fertile  than  before,  is  peculiarly  well  adapted,  even  without  the 
addition  of  manure,  to  bear  a  good  crop  of  wheat  in  the  following 
year,  provided  the  season  be  favorable  to  its  growth.  This  fact,  in- 
deed, is  so  well  known,  that  many  farmers  justly  regard  the  growth 
of  clover  as  one  of  the  l)est  preparatory  operations  which  the  land 
can  undergo,  in  order  to  its  producing  an  abundant  crop  of  wheat 
in  the  following  year.  It  has  further  been  noticed,  that  clover 
mown  twice,  leaves  the  land  in  a  better  condition,  as  regards  its 
wheat-producing  capabilities,  than  when  mown  once  only  for  hay, 
and  the  second  crop  fed  off  on  the  land  by  sheep ;  for,  notwith- 
standing that  in  the  latter  instance  the  fertilizing  elements  in  the 
clover-crop  are  in  part  restored  in  the  sheep  excrements,  yet,  con- 
trary to  expectation,  this  partial  restoration  of  the  elements  of 
fertility  to  the  land  has  not  the  effect  of  producing  more  or  better 
wheat  in  the  following  year,  than  is  reaped  on  land  from  off  which 
the  whole  clover-crop  has  been  carried,  and  to  which  no  manure 
whatever  has  been  applied. 

"  Again,  in  the  opinion  of  several  good,  practical  agriculturists, 
with  whom  I  have  conversed  on  the  subject,  land  whereon  clover 
has  been  grown  for  seed  in  the  preceding  year,  yields  a  better 
crop  of  wheat  than  it  does  when  the  clover  is  mown  twice  for  hay, 
or  even  only  once,  and  afterwards  fed  off  by  sheep." 

"I  do  not  think,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  that  this  agrees  with  our 
experience  here.  A  good  crop  of  clover-seed  is  profitable,  but  it  ia 
thought  to  be  rather  hard  on  land." 

"  Such,"  said  I,  "  is  the  opinion  of  John  Johnston.  He  thinks 
allowing  clover  to  go  to  seed,  impoverishes  the  soil." 

Charley,  continued  to  read  : 

"Whatever  may  be  the  true  explanation  of  the  apparent  anom- 
alies connected  with  the  growth  and  chemical  history  of  the  clover- 
plant,  the  facts  just  mentioned,  having  been  noticed,  not  once  or 
twice  only,  or  by  a  solitary  observer,  but  repeatedly,  and  by  num- 
bers of  intelligent  farmers,  are  certainly  entitled  to  credit;  and 
little  wisdom,  as  it  strikes  me,  is  displayed  by  calling  them  mto 
question,  because  they  happen  to  contradict  the  prevailing  theory, 
according  to  which  a  soil  is  said  to  become  more  or  less  impover- 
ished, in  proportion  to  tlic  large  or  small  amount  of  organic  and 
mineral  soil  constituents  carried  oiF  in  the  produce." 
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"  That  is  well  said,"  I  remarked,  "  and  very  truly ;  but  I  will  not 
interrupt  the  reading." 

"  In  the  course  of  a  long  residence,"  continues  Dr.  Vcelcker,  "  in 
a  purely  agricultural  district,  I  have  often  been  struck  vi'ith  the 
remarkably  healthy  appearance  and  good  yield  of  wheat,  on  land 
from  which  a  heavy  crop  of  clover-hay  was  obtained  in  the 
preceding  year.  I  have  likewise  had  frequent  opportunities  of 
observing,  that,  as  a  rule,  wheat  grown  on  part  of  a  field  whereon 
clover  has  been  twice  mown  for  hay,  is  better  than  the  produce  of 
that  on  the  part  of  the  same  field  on  which  the  clover  has  been 
mown  only  once  for  hay,  and  afterwards  fed  ofi"  by  sheep.  These 
observations,  extending  over  a  number  of  years,  led  me  to  inquire 
into  the  reasons  why  clover  is  specially  well  fitted  to  prepare  land 
for  wheat ;  and  in  this  paper,  I  shall  endeavor,  as  the  result  of  my 
experiments  on  the  subject,  to  give  an  intelligible  explanation  of 
the  fact,  that  clover  is  so  excellent  a  prejoaratory  crop  for  wheat,  as 
it  is  practically  known  to  be.     ^ 

"By  those  taking  a  superficial  view  of  the  subject, it  may  be  sug- 
gested that  any  injury  likely  to  be  caused  by  the  removal  of  a  cer- 
tain amount  of  fertilizing  matter,  is  altogether  insignificant,  and 
more  than  compensated  for,  by  the  benefit  which  results  from  the 
abundant  growth  of  clover-roots,  and  the  phj^sical  improvement  in 
the  soil,  which  takes  place  in  their  decomposition.  Looking,  how- 
ever, more  closely  into  the  matter,  it  will  be  found  that  in  a  good 
crop  of  clover-hay,  a  very  considerable  amount  of  both  mineral 
and  organic  substances  is  carried  off  the  land,  and  that,  if  the  total 
amount  of  such  constituents  in  a  crop  had  to  be  regarded  exclu- 
sively as  a  measure  for  determining  the  relative  degrees  in  which 
different  farm  crops  exhaust  the  soil,  clover  would  have  to  be  de- 
scribed as  about  the  most  exhausting  crop  in  the  entire  rotation. 

"  Clover-hay,  on  an  average,  and  in  round  numbers,  contains  in 
100  parts  : 

Water 17.0 

Nitrofifcnous  substances,  (flesh-forming  matters)* 15.6 

Non-iiitrogenous  compounds 59.9 

Miiierul  matter,  (ash) 7.5 

100.0 
■"  Contahiing  nitrogen 2.5 

"  The  mineral  portion,  or  ash,  in  ICO  parts  of  clover-hay,  consists 
of: 
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Phosphoric  acid 7.5 

Sulpliuric  acid 4.3 

Carbonic  acid 18.0 

Silica 3.0 

Lime 30.0 

M  akinesia 8.5 

Potash 20.0 

Soda,  chloride  of  sodium,  oxide  of  iron,  sand,  loss,  etc 8.7 

100.0 

"  Let  us  suppose  the  land  to  have  yielded  four  tons  of  clover-hay 
per  acre.  According  to  the  preceding  data,  we  find  that  such  a 
crop  includes  224  lbs.  of  nitrogen,  equal  to  273  lbs.  of  ammonia, 
and  672  lbs.  of  mineral  matter  or  ash  constituents. 

In  672  lbs.  of  clover-ash,  we  find  : 

Phosphoric  add 51^  lb 

Sulpliuric   acid 29 

Carbonic  acid 121 

Silica 20 

Lime £01 

Mayjnesia 57 

Potash 134i 

Soda,  chloride  of  sodium,  oxide  of  iron,  sand,  etc 58 


672  lbs. 


"  Four  tons  of  clover-hay,  the  produce  of  one  acre,  thus  contain  a 
large  amount  of  nitrogen,  and  remove  from  the  soil  an  enormous 
quantity  of  mineral  matters,  abounding  in  lime  and  potash,  and 
containing  also  a  good  deal  of  phosphoric  acid. 

"Leaving  for  a  moment  the  question  untouched,  whether  the 
nitrogen  contained  in  the  clover,  is  derived  from  the  soil,  or  from 
the  atmosphere,  or  partly  from  the  one,  and  partly  from  the  other, 
no  question  can  arise  as  to  the  original  source  from  which  the 
mineral  matters  in  the  clover  produce  are  derived.  In  relation, 
therefore,  to  the  ash-constituents,  clover  must  be  regarded  as  one 
of  the  most  exhausting  crops  usually  cultivated  in  this  country. 
This  appears  strikingly  to  be  the  case,  when  we  compare  the  pre- 
ceding figures  with  the  quantity  of  mineral  matters  which  an  aver- 
age crop  of  wheat  removes  from  an  acre  of  land. 

"  The  grain  and  straw  of  wheat  contain,  in  round  numbers,  in  100 
parts : 

Grains  of 
W7ieat.    S:raio. 

Water 15.0  16.0 

Nitrogenous  substances,  flesh-forming  matter)* 11.1  4.0 

]Sron-riitrop;cnous  substances 72.2  74.9 

Mineral  matter,  (ash) 1.7  5.1 

Tooo        lOO 


*  Containing  nitrogen 1.78  .64 
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"  The  ash  of  wheat  contains,  in  100  parts : 

Grain. 

Phosphoric  acid 50. 0 

Salpliuric  acid 0.5 

CaiboLiic  acid 

Silica 2.5 

Lime 3.5 

Mai^nesia 11.5 

Potash 30.0 

Soda,  chloride  of  sodium,  oxide  of  u-on,  saud,  etc 2.0 

Total lOU.U 


Straw. 
5.0 
2.7 

67.0 

5.5 

S.O 

13.0 

4^ 

lUO.O 


"  The  mean  produce  of  wheat,  per  acre,  may  be  estimated  at  25 
bushels,  which,  at  60  lbs.  per  bushel,  gives  1,500  lbs. ;  and  as  the 
w^eight  of  the  straw  is  generally  twice  that  of  the  grain,  its  pro- 
duce will  be  3,000  lbs.  According,  therefore,  to  the  preceding 
data,  there  will  be  carried  away  from  the  soil : 

In  1,500  lbs.  of  the  grain . .     25  lbs.  of  mineral  food,  (in  round  numbers). 
In  3,000  lbs.  of  the  straw. .  150  lbs.  of  mineral  food,  (in  round  numbers). 

Total iTolbs. 

"On  the  average  of  the  analyses,  it  will  be  found  that  the  com- 
position of  these  175  lbs.  is  as  follows : 


Phosphoric  acid 

Sulphuric  acid 

Carbonic  acid 

Silica 

Lime ■  • 

Magnesia 

Potash 

Soda,  chloride  of  sodium,  oxide  of  iron,  sand,  etc, 


In  the 
grain. 

In  tJie 
straw. 

Total. 

12.5  lbs. 
0.1    " 

O.G    " 
0.9    " 
2.9    '^ 
7.5    " 
0.5    " 

7.5  lbs. 
4.0     " 

103.5    " 

8.2  " 
3.0    '• 

19.5    " 

7.3  " 

20.0  lbs. 
4.1    " 

101.1    " 

9.1    " 

5.9    " 

27.0     " 

7.8     '• 

25.  lbs. 

150.  lbs. 

l'i'5.  lbs. 

"  The  total  quantity  of  ash  constituents  carried  ofT  the  land,  in  an 
average  crop  of  wheat,  thus  amounts  to  only  175  lbs.  per  acre, 
whilst  a  good  crop  of  clover  removes  as  much  as  G72  lbs. 

"  Nearly  two-thirds  of  the  total  amount  of  mineral  in  the  grain  and 
straw  of  one  acre  of  wheat,  consists  of  silica,  of  which  there  is  an 
ample  supply  in  almost  every  soil.  The  restoration  of  silica,  there- 
fore, need  not  trouble  us  in  any  way,  especially  as  there  is  not  a 
single  instance  on  record,  proving  that  silica,  even  in  a  soluble 
condition,  has  ever  been  applied  to  land,  with  the  slightest  advan- 
tage to  corn,  or  grass-crops,  which  are  rich  in  silica,  and  which,  for 
this  reason,  may  be  assumed  to  be  particularly  grateful  for  it  in  a 
soluble  state.  Silica,  indeed,  if  at  all  capable  of  producing  a  Iione- 
ficial  eflFcct,  ouglit  to  be  useful  to  these  crops,  cither  by  strengthen- 
ing the  straw,  or  stems  of  graminaceous  ]ilants,  or  otherwise  bene- 
fiting them ;  but,  after  deducting  the  amount  of  silica  from  the 
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total  amount  of  mineral  matters  in  the  wlieat  produced  from  one 
acre,  only  a  trifling  quantity  of  other  and  more  valuable  fertilizing 
ash  constituents  of  plants  will  be  left.  On  comparing  the  relative 
amounts  of  phosphoric  acid,  and  potash,  in  an  average  crop  of 
wheat,  and  a  good  crop  of  clover-hay,  it  will  be  seen  that  one  acre 
of  clover-hay  contains  as  much  phosphoric  acid,  as  two  and  one- 
half  acres  of  wheat,  and  as  much  potash  as  the  produce  from  five 
acres  of  the  same  crop.  Clover  thus  unquestionably  removes  from 
the  land  very  much  more  mineral  matter  than  does  wheat ;  wheat, 
notwithstanding,  succeeds  remarkably  well  after  clover. 

"  Four  tons  of  clover -hay,  or  the  produce  of  an  acre,  contains,  as 
already  stated,  224  lbs.  of  nitrogen,  or  calculated  as  ammonia, 
372  lbs. 

"  Assuming  the  grain  of  wheat  to  furnish  1.78  per  cent  of  nitrogen, 
and  wheat-straw,  .64  per  cent,  and  assuming  also  that  1,500  lbs.  of 
corn,  and  3,000  lbs.  of  straw,  represent  the  average  produce  per 
acre,  there  will  be  in  the  grain  of  wheat,  iDcr  acre,  26.7  lbs.  of  nitro- 
gen, and  in  the  straw,  19.2  lbs.,  or  in  both  together,  46  lbs.  of 
nitrogen ;  in  round  numbers,  equal  to  about  55  lbs.  of  ammonia, 
which  is  only  about  one-fifth  the  quantity  of  nitrogen  in  the  pro- 
duce of  an  acre  of  clover.  Wheat,  it  is  well  known,  is  specially 
bcnetited  by  the  application  of  nitrogenous  manures,  and  as 
clover  carries  off  so  large  a  quantity  of  nitrogen,  it  is  natural  to 
expect  the  yield  of  wheat,  after  clover,  to  fall  short  of  what  the 
land  might  be  presumed  to  produce  without  manure,  before  a  croji 
of  clover  was  taken  from  it.  Experience,  however,  has  proved 
the  fallacy  of  tliis  presumption,  for  the  result  is  exactly  the  oppo- 
site, inasmuch  as  a  better  and  heavier  crop  of  wheat  is  produced 
than  without  the  intercalation  of  clover.  What,  it  may  be  asked, 
is  the  explanation  of  this  apparent  anomaly  ? 

"In  taking  up  this  inquiry,  I  w^as  led  to  pass  in  review  the  cele- 
brated and  highly  important  experiments,  undertaken  by  Mr. 
Lawes  and  Dr.  Gilbert,  on  the  continued  growth  of  wheat  on  the 
same  soil,  for  a  long  succession  of  years,  and  to  examine,  likewise 
carefully,  many  points,  to  wliich  attention  is  drawn,  by  the  same 
authors  in  their  memoirs  on  the  growth  of  red  clover  by  different 
manures,  and  on  the  Lois  Weedon  plan  of  growing  wheat.  Abun- 
dant and  most  convincing  evidence  is  supplied  l\y  these  indefatiga- 
ble experimenters,  that  the  Avheat-producing  powers  of  a  soil  are 
not  increased  in  anj^  sensible  degree  by  the  liberal  supply  of  all 
the  mineral  matters,  whicli  enter  into  the  composition  of  the  ash  of 
wheat,  and  that  the  abstraction  of  these  mineral  matters  from  the 
soil,  in  any  much  larger  proportions  than  can  possibly  take  place 
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under  ordinary  cultivation,  in  no  wise  aflFecis  the  yield  of  wheat, 
provided  there  be  at  the  same  lime  a  liberal  supply  of  available 
nitrogen  within  the  soil  itself.  The  amount  of  the  latter,  there- 
fore, is  regarded  by  Messrs.  Lawes  and  Gilbert,  as  the  measure  of 
the  increased  produce  of  grain  which  a  soil  furnishes. 

"  In  conformity  with  these  views,  the  farmer,  when  he  wislies  to 
increase  the  yield  of  his  wheat,  finds  it  to  his  advantage  to  have 
recourse  to  ammoniacal,  or  other  nitrogenous  manures,  and  depends 
more  or  less  entirely  upon  the  soil,  for  the  supply  of  the  neccessary 
mineral  or  ash-constituents  of  wheat,  having  found  such  a  supply 
to  be  amply  sufficient  for  his  requirements.  As  far,  therefore,  as 
the  removal  from  the  soil  of  a  large  amount  of  mineral  soil-constitu- 
ents, by  the  clover-crop,  is  concerned,  the  fact  viewed  in  the  light 
of  the  Rothamsted  experiments,  becomes  at  once  intelligible  ;  for, 
notwithstanding  the  abstraction  of  over  600  lbs.  of  mineral  matter 
by  a  crop  of  clover,  the  succeeding  wheat-crop  does  not  suffer. 
Inasmuch,  however,  as  we  have  seen,  that  not  only  much  mineral 
matter  is  carried  off  the  land  in  a  crop  of  clover,  but  also  much 
nitrogen,  we  might,  in  the  absence  of  dii'cct  evidence  to  the  con- 
trary, be  led  to  suspect  that  wheat,  after  clover,  would  not  be  a 
good  crop ;  whereas,  the  fact  is  exactly  the  reverse. 

"  It  is  worthy  of  notice,  that  nitrogenous  manures,  which  have 
such  a  marked  and  beneficial  effect  upon  wheat,  do  no  good,  but 
in  certain  combinations,  in  some  seasons,  do  positive  harm  to 
clover.  Thus,  Messrs.  Lawes  and  Gilbert,  in  a  series  of  experi- 
ments on  the  growth  of  red-clover,  by  different  manures,  obtained 
14  tons  of  fresh  green  produce,  equal  to  about  three  and  three- 
fourths  tons  of  clover  hay,  from  the  unmanured  portion  of  the 
experimental  field;  and  where  sulphates  of  potash,  soda,  and  mag- 
nesia, or  sulphate  of  potash  and  superphosphate  of  lime  were  em- 
ployed, 17  to  18  tons,  (equal  to  from  about  four  and  one-half  to 
nearly  five  tons  of  hay),  were  obtained.  When  salts  of  ammonia 
were  added  to  the  mineral  manures,  the  produce  of  clover-hay  was, 
upon  the  whole,  less  than  Avhere  the  mineral  manures  were  used 
alone.  The  wheat,  grown  after  the  clover,  on  the  unmanured  plot, 
gave,  however,  29}  bushels  of  corn,  whilst  in  the  adjoining  field, 
where  wheat  was  grown  after  wheat,  without  manure,  only  15|- 
bushels  of  corn  per  acre  were  obtained.  Messrs.  Lawes  and  Gilbert 
notice  especially,  that  in  the  clover-crop  of  the  preceding  year, 
very  much  larger  quantities,  both  of  mineral  matters  and  of 
nitrogen,  were  taken  from  the  land,  than  were  removed  in  the 
unmanured  wheat-crop  in  the  same  year,  in  the  adjoining  field. 
Notwithstanding  this,  the  soil   from  which  the  clover  had  been 
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taken,  was  in  a  condition  to  yield  14  bushels  more  wlieat,  per  acre, 
than  that  upon  which  wheat  had  been  previously  grown ;  the  yield 
of  wheat,  after  clover,  in  these  experiments,  being  fully  equal  to 
that  in  another  field,  where  large  quantities  of  manure  were  used. 

"  Taking  all  these  circumstances  into  account,  is  there  not  pre- 
sumptive evidence,  that,  notwithstanding  the  removal  of  a  large 
amount  of  nitrogen  in  the  clover-hay,  an  abundant  store  of  availa- 
ble nitrogen  is  left  in  the  soil,  and  also  that  in  its  relations  towards 
nitrogen  in  the  soil,  clover  differs  essentially  from  wheat  ?  The 
results  of  our  experience  in  the  growth  of  the  two  crops,  appear 
to  indicate  that,  whereas  the  growth  of  the  wheat  rapidly  ex- 
hausts the  land  of  its  available  nitrogen,  that  of  clover,  on  the 
contrary,  tends  somehow  or  other  to  accumulate  nitrogen  within 
the  soil  itself.  If  this  can  be  shown  to  be  the  case,  an  intelligible 
explanation  of  the  fact  that  clover  is  so  useful  as  a  preparatory  crop 
for  wheat,  will  be  found  in  the  circumstance,  that,  during  the 
growth  of  clover,  nitrogenous  food,  for  which  wheat  is  particularly 
grateful,  is  either  stored  up  or  rendered  available  in  the  soil. 

"  An  explanation,  however  plausible,  can  hardly  be  accepted  a.s 
correct,  if  based  mainly  on  data,  which,  although  highly  probable, 
are  not  proved  to  bo  based  on  fact.  In  chemical  inquiries, 
especially,  nothing  must  be  taken  for  granted,  that  has  not  been 
proved  by  direct  experiment.  The  following  questions  naturally 
suggest  themselves  in  reference  to  this  subject:  What  is  the 
amount  of  nitrogen  in  soils  of  different  characters  ?  What  is  the 
amount  more  particularly  after  a  good,  and  after  an  indiiTercntcrop 
of  clover?  Why  is  the  amount  of  nitrogen  in  soils,  larger  after 
clover,  than  after  wheat  and  other  crops?  Is  the  nitrogen  present 
in  a  condition  in  which  it  is  available  and  useful  to  wheat  ?  And 
lastly,  are  there  any  other  circumstances,  apart  from  the  supply  of 
nitrogenous  matter  in  the  soil,  which  help  to  account  for  the  bene- 
ficial efiects  of  clover  as  a  preparatory  crop  for  wheat  ? 

"In  order  to  throw  some  light  on  these  questions,  and,  if  pos- 
sible, to  give  distinct  answers  to  at  least  some  of  them,  I,  years 
ago,  when  residing  at  Cirencester,  began  a  series  of  experiments ; 
and  more  recently,  I  have  been  fortunate  enough  to  obtain  the  co- 
operation of  Mr.  Robert  Valentine,  of  Leighton  Buzzard,  who 
kindly  undertook  to  supply  me  with  materials  for  my  analysis. 

"  My  first  experiments  were  made  on  a  thin,  calcareous,  clay  soil, 
resting  on  oolitic  limestone,  and  producing  generally  a  fair  crop  of 
red-clover.  The  clover-field  formed  the  slope  of  a  rather  steep 
hillock,  and  varied  much  in  depth.  At  the  top  of  the  hill,  the  soil 
became  very  stony  at  a  depth  of  four  inches,  so  that  it  could  only 
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with  difficulty  be  excavated  to  a  deptli  of  six  inclies,  wlien  the  bare 
limestone-rocls  made  its  appearance.  At  tlie  bottom  of  the  field 
the  soil  Avas  much  deeper,  and  the  clover  stronger,  than  at  the  upper 
part.  On  the  brow  of  the  hill,  where  the  clover  appeared  to  be 
sti-ong,  a  square  yard  was  measured  out ;  and  at  a  little  distance  oQ', 
where  the  clover  was  very  bad,  a  second  square  yard  was  meas- 
ured; in  both  plots,  the  soil  being  taken  up  to  a  depth  of  six 
inches.  The  soil,  where  the  clover  was  good,  may  be  distinguished 
from  the  other,  by  being  marked  as  No.  1,  and  that  v.'here  it  Avas 
bad,  as  No.  2. 

CLOVER-SOIL   NO.    1.     (GOOD    CLOVER). 

"  The  roots  having  first  been  shaken  out  to  free  them  as  much 
as  possible  from  the  soil,  were  then  washed  once  or  twice  with  cold 
distilled  water,  and,  after  having  been  dried  for  a  little  while  in  the 
sun,  were  weighed,  when  the  square  yard  produced  1  lb.  lOi  oz. 
of  c'eaned  clover-roots,  in  an  air-dry  state;  an  acre  of  land,  or 
4,840  square  yards,  accordingly  j-ielded,  in  a  depth  of  six  inches, 
3.44  tons,  or  GA  tons  in  round  numbers,  of  clover-roots. 

"  Fully  dried  in  a  water-bath,  the  roots  were  found  to  contain 
altogether  44.G7  per  cent  of  water,  and  on  being  burnt  in  a  pla- 
tinum capsule,  yielded  G.089  of  ash.  A  portion  of  the  dried,  finely 
powdered  and  well  mixed  roots,  was  burned  with  soda  lime,  in  a 
combustion  tube,  and  the  nitx'ogen  contained  in  the  roots  oth-jr- 
wise  determined  in  the  usual  way.  Accordingly,  the  folloAving 
is  the  general  composition  of  the  roots  from  the  soil  No.  1 : 

Water 44.C7'5 

Organic  matter"' 49.^36 

Mineral  matter 6.089 

~]moco 

*  Containing  nitrogen 1.297 

Equal  to  ammonia 1.575 

"  Assuming  the  whole  field  to  have  produced  3^  tons  of  clover- 
roots,  per  acre,  there  will  be  99.686  lbs.,  or  in  round  numbers,  100 
lbs.  of  nitrogen  in  the  clover -roots  from  one  acre;  or,  about  twice 
as  much  nitrogen  as  is  present  in  the  average  produce  of  an  acre 
of  vrhcat." 

"That  is  a  remarkable  fact,"  said  the  Deacon,  "as  I  understand 
nitrogen  is  the  great  thing  needed  by  wheat,  and  yet  the  rooCs  alone 
of  the  clover,  contain  twice  as  much  nitrogen  as  an  average  crop 
of  wheat.     Go  on  Charley,  it  is  quite  interesting." 

"The  soil,"  continues  Dr.  Voelcker,  "which  had  been  separated 
from  the  roots,  was  passed  through  a  sieve  to  deprive  it  of  any 
stones  it  might  contai.i.    It  was  then  partially  dried,  and  the  nitre- 
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gen  in  it  determined  in  the  usual  manner,  by  combustion  witli  soda- 
lime,  when  it  yielded  .313  per  cent  of  nitrogen,  equal  to  .38  of 
ammonia,  in  one  combustion ;  and  .373  per  cent  of  nitrogen,  equal 
to  .46  of  ammonia,  in  a  second  determination. 

"  That  the  reader  may  have  some  idea  of  the  character  of  this 
soil,  it  may  be  stated,  that  it  was  further  submitted  to  a  general 
analysis,  according  to  which,  it  was  found  to  have  the  following 
composition : 
GENERAX,    COMPOSITION    OF    SOIL,  NO.   1.    (GOOD    CLOVER). 

Moisture 18.73 

Organic  matter* 9.73 

Oxide  of  Iron  and  alumina 13.24 

Carbonate  of  lime 8.82 

Magnesia,  alkalies,  etc 1.72 

Insoluble  silicious  matter,  (chiefly  clay) 47.7?" 

100.00 


*  Containing  nitrogen 313 

Equal  to  ammonia 380 

"The  second  square  yard  from  the  brow  of  the  hill,  where  the 
clover  was  bad,  produced  13  ounces  of  air-dry,  and  partially  clean 
roots,  or  1.75  tons  per  acre.  On  analysis,  they  were  found  to  have 
the  following  composition : 

CLOVER-ROOTS,    NO.   2.    (BAD    CLOVER)- 

Water 55.783 

Organic  matter- 39.408 

Mineral  matter,  (ash) 4.860 

~IOO.Q0O 

*  Containing  nitrogen 793 

Equal  to  ammonia 901 

"  The  roots  on  the  spot  where  the  clover  was  very  bad,  yielded 
only  31  lbs.  of  nitrogen  per  acre,  or  scarcely  one-third  of  the 
quantity  which  was  obtained  from  the  roots  where  the  clover  was 
good. 

"  Tlie  soil  from  the  second  square  yard,  on  analysis,  was  found, 
when  f read  from  stones  by  sifting,  to  contain  in  100  parts : 
COMPOSITION    OF    SOIL,    NO.    2.    (BAD    CLOVER). 

Water 17.24 

Organic  matter* 9.64 

0.\ide  of  iron  and  alumina 11.89 

Carbonate  of  lime 14.50 

Magnesia,  alkalies,  etc 1.53 

Insoluble  silicious  matter 45.20 

100.00 


2d  dcici-- 
mination, 

*  Containing  nitrogen COo  .380 

Equal  to  ammonia 370  .470 


EXPEHIMENTS    O^"    CLOVER.  145 

"  Both  portions  of  the  clover-soil  thus  contained  about  the  same 
percentage  of  organic  matter,  and  yielded  nearly  the  same  amount 
of  nitrogen. 

"  In  addition,  however,  to  the  nitrogen  in  the  clover-roots,  a 
good  deal  of  nitrogen,  in  the  shape  of  root-fibres,  decayed  leaves, 
and  similar  organic  matters,  was  disseminated  throughout  the  fine 
soil  in  which  it  occurred,  and  from  Avhich  it  could  not  be  sepa- 
rated; but  unfortunately,  I  neglected  to  weigh  the  soil  from  a 
square  yard,  and  am,  therefore,  imable  to  state  how  much  nitrogen 
per  acre  was  present  in  the  shape  of  small  root-fibres  and  other 
organic  matters. 

"Before  mentioning  the  details  of  the  experiments  made  in  the 
next  season,  I  will  here  give  the  composition  of  the  ash  of  the  par- 
tially cleaned  clover-roots : 

COIMPOSITION   OF   ASH    OF    CLOVEK-KOOTS,  (PARTIALLY 
CLEAj^ED). 

Oxide  of  iron  and  alumina 11.73 

Lime 18.49 

Magnesia 3.03 

Potash 6. 88 

Soda 1.93 

Phosphoric  acid 3.61 

Sulphuric  acid  2.24 

Soluble  silica 19.01 

Insoluble  silicious  matter 24.83 

Carbonic  acid,  chlorine,  and  loss 8.25 

100.00 


"  This  ash  was  obtained  from  clover-roots,  which  yielded,  w^hcn 
perfectly  dry,  in  round  numbers,  eight  per  cent  of  ash.  Clover- 
roots,  washed  quite  clean,  and  separated  from  all  soil,  yield  about 
live  per  cent  of  ash ;  but  it  is  extremely  difficult  to  clean  a  large 
quantity  of  fibrous  roots  from  all  dirt,  and  the  preceding  analysis 
distinctly  shows,  that  the  ash  of  the  clover-roots,  analyzed  by  me, 
was  mechanically  mixed  with  a  good  deal  of  fine  soil,  for  oxide  of 
ii'on,  and  alumina,  and  insoluble  silicious  matter  in  any  quantity, 
are  not  normal  constituents  of  plant-ashes.  Making  allowance  for 
soil  contamination,  the  ash  of  clover-roots,  it  will  be  noticed,  con- 
tains much  lime  and  potash,  as  well  as  an  appreciable  amount  of 
phosphoric  and  sulphuric  acid.  On  the  decay  of  the  clover-roots, 
these  and  other  mineral  fertilizing  matters  are  left  in  the  surface- 
soil  in  a  readily  available  condition,  and  in  considerable  propor- 
tions, when  the  clover  stands  well.  Although  a  crop  of  clover 
removes  much  mineral  matter  from  the  soil,  it  must  be  borne  in 
mind,  that  its  roots  extract  from  the  land,  soluble  mineral  fertiliz- 
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ing  matters,  which,  on  the  decay  of  the  roots,  remain  in  the  laud 
in  a  prepared  and  more  readily  available  form,  than  that  in  which 
they  originally  occur.  The  benefits  arising  to  wheat,  from  the 
growth  of  clover,  may  thus  be  due  partly  to  this  preparadon  and 
concentration  of  mineral  food  in  the  surface-soil. 

"  The  clover  on  the  hillside  field,  on  the  whole,  turned  out  a 
very  good  crop ;  and,  as  the  plant  stood  the  winter  well,  and  this 
field  was  left  another  season  in  clover,  without  being  plowed  up,  I 
availed  myself  of  the  opportunity  of  making,  during  the  following 
season,  a  number  of  experiments  similar  to  those  of  the  preceding 
year.  This  time,  however,  I  selected  for  examination,  a  square 
yard  of  soil,  from  a  spot  on  the  brow  of  the  hill,  where  the  clover 
was  thin,  and  the  soil  itself  stony  at  a  depth  of  four  inches;  and 
another  plot  of  one  square  yard  at  the  bottom  of  the  hill,  from  a 
place  where  the  clover  was  stronger  than  that  on  the  brow  of  the 
hill,  and  the  soil  at  a  depth  of  sis  inches  contained  no  large  stones. 

SOIL   NO.    1.  (CLOVER  THEST),  ON   THE  BROW  OF   THE  HILL. 

"  The  roots  in  a  square  yard,  six  inches  deep,  when  picked  out 
by  hand,  and  cleaned  as  much  as  possible,  weighed,  in  their  natural 
state,  2  lbs.  11  oz. ;  and  when  dried  on  the  top  of  a  water-bath,  for 
the  purpose  of  getting  them  brittle  and  fit  for  reduction  into  fine 
powder,  1  lb.  12  oz.  31  grains.  In  this  state  they  were  submitted 
as  before  to  analysis,  when  they  yielded  in  100  parts  : 

COMPOSITION   OF    CLOVER-ROOTS,    NO.    1,    (FROM    BROW  OF 

HILL). 

Moisture 4.3-i 

Organic  matter* 26.53 

Mineral  matter 69.13 

~100.00 

*  Containing  nitrogen 816 

Equal  to  ammonia 991 

"  According  to  these  data,  an  acre  of  land  will  yield  three  tons 
12cwts.  of  nearly  dry  clover-roots,  and  in  this  quantity  there  will 
be  about  66  lbs.  of  nitrogen.  The  whole  of  the  soil  from  which 
the  roots  have  been  picked  out,  was  passed  through  a  half-inch 
sieve.  The  stones  left  in  the  sieve  weighed  141  lbs. ;  the  soil 
which  passed  through  weighing  218  lbs. 

"  Tlie  soil  was  next  dried  by  artificial  heat,  when  the  218  lbs. 
became  reduced  to  185.487  lbs. 

"  In  this  partially  dried  state  it  contained  : 
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Moisture , 4.21 

Organic  matter* 9.78 

Mineral  matterf 86.01 

"looToo 

*  Containing  nitrogen 391 

Equal  to  ammonia 475 

tincludiug  phosphoric  acid 264 

"  I  also  determined  the  phosphoric  acid  iu  the  ash  of  the  clover- 
roots.  Calculated  for  the  roots  in  a  nearly  dry  state,  the  phos- 
phoric acid  amounts  to  .287  per  cent. 

"  Au  acre  of  soil,  according  to  the  data,  furnished  by  the  sis 
inches  on  tlie  spot  where  the  clover  was  thin,  produced  the  follow- 
ing quantity  of  nitrogen : 

Ton.  Cwts.  Lbs. 

In  the  fine  soil 1        11  33 

In  the  clover-roots 0         0  66 

Total  quantity  of  nitrogen  per  acre 1        11  99 

"  The  organic  matter  in  an  acre  of  this  soil,  which  can  not  be 
picked  out  by  hand,  it  will  be  seen,  contains  an  enormous 
quantity  of  nitrogen ;  and  although,  probably,  the  greater  part  of 
the  roots  and  other  remains  from  the  clover-crop  majr  not  be  de- 
composed so  thoroughly  as  to  yield  nitrogenous  food  to  the  suc- 
ceeding wheat-crop,  it  can  scarcely  ba  doubted  that  a  considerable 
quantity  of  nitrogen  will  become  available  by  the  time  the  wheat 
is  sown,  and  that  one  of  the  chief  reasons  why  clover  benefits  the 
succeeding  wheat-crop,  is  to  be  found  in  the  abundant  supply  of 
available  nitrogenous  food  furnished  by  the  decaying  clover-roots 
and  leaves. 

CLOVER-SOIL    NO.    2,    FROM   THE    BOTTOM    OF    THE    HILL. 
(GOOD    CLOVER.) 

"  A  square  yard  of  the  soil  from  the  bottom  of  the  hill,  where 
the  clover  was  stronger  than  on  the  brow  of  the  hill,  produced  3 
lbs.  8  oz.  of  fresh  clover-roots;  or  1  lb.  11  oz.  47  grains  of  par- 
tially dried  roots;  61  lbs.  9  oz.  of  limestones,  and  239.90  lbs.  of 
nearly  dry  soil. 

"  The  partially  dried  roots  contained : 

Moisture r,  0(5 

Organic  matter* 31  94 

Mineral  matter .'..'...'..'."........'....'....'...."..' . .     63.00 

lUO.OO 
*  Containing  nitrogen '7804 

"An  acre  of  this  soil,  six  inches  deep,  produced  3  tons,  7  cwls. 
65  lbs.  of  clover-roots,  containing  01  lbs.  of  nitrogen;  that  is,  there 
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was  very  nearly  the  same  quantity  of  roots  and  nitrogen  in  tliem, 
as  that  furnished  in  the  soil  from  the  brow  of  the  hill. 

"  The  roots,  moreover,  yielded  .365  per  cent  of  phosphoric  acid ; 
or,  calculated  per  acre,  27  lbs. 

"  In  the  partially  dried  soil,  I  found  : 

Moisture 4.70 

Organic  matter* 10.87 

Miueral  mattert 8J:.43 

luo.oo 

*  Containing  nitrogen • 40.5 

Equal  to  ammonia 491 

+  Including  phosphoric  acid 321 

"  According  to  these  determinations,  an  acre  of  soil  from  the 
bottom  of  the  hill,  contains: 

Tons.   Owts.  Lbs. 

Nitrogen  in  the  organic  matter  of  the  soil 2         2  0 

Nitrogen  in  clover-roots  of  the  soU 0     0         61 

Total  amount  of  nitrogen  per  acre 2     2        61 

"  Compared  with  the  amount  of  nitrogen  in  the  soil  from  the 
brow  of  the  hill,  about  11  cwt.  more  nitrogen  was  obtained  in  the 
soil  and  roots  from  the  bottom  of  the  hill,  where  the  clover  was 
more  luxuriant. 

"  The  increased  amount  of  nitrogen  occurred  in  tine  root-fibres 
and  other  organic  matters  of  the  soil,  and  not  in  the  coarser  bits  of 
roots  which  were  picked  out  by  the  hand.  It  may  be  assumed 
that  the  finer  particles  of  organic  matter  are  more  readily  decom- 
posed than  the  coarser  roots ;  and  as  there  was  a  larger  amount  of 
nitrogen  in  this  than  in  the  preceding  soil,  it  may  be  expected  that 
the  land  at  the  bottom  of  the  hill,  after  removal  of  the  clover,  was 
in  a  better  agricultural  condition  for  wheat,  than  that  on  the  brow 
of  the  hill. 
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CHAPTEE     XXVi. 

EXPERIMENTS    ON     CLOVER-SOILS    FROM    BURCOTT 
LODGE    FARM,    LEIGHTON    BUZZARD. 

"  Tlie  soils  for  the  next  experiments,  were  kindly  supplied  to  me, 
in  1S6G,  by  Robert  Valentine,  of  Burcott  Lodge,  who  also  sent  me 
some  notes  respecting  the  growth  and  yield  of  clover-hay  and  seed 
on  this  soil. 

"  Foreign  seed,  at  the  rate  of  13  lbs.  per  acre,  was  sown  with  a 
crop  of  wheat,  which  yielded  five  quarters  per  acre  the  previous 
year. 

"  The  first  crop  of  clover  was  cut  down  on  the  25th  of  June, 
186G,  and  carried  on  June  30th.  The  weatlier  was  very  warm, 
from  the  tune  of  cutting  until  the  clover  was  carted,  the  thermome- 
ter standing  at  80'  Fahr.  every  day.  The  clover  was  turned  in  the 
swath,  on  the  second  day  after  it  was  cut;  on  the  fourth  day,  it 
was  turned  over  and  put  into  small  heaps  of  about  10  lbs.  each ; 
and  on  the  fifth  day,  these  were  collected  into  larger  cocks,  and 
then  stacked. 

"  The  best  part  of  an  11-acre  field,  produced  nearly  three  tons  of 
clover-hay,  sun-dried,  per  acre ;  the  whole  field  yielding  on  an  aver- 
age, 2i  tons  per  acre.  This  result  was  obtained  by  weighing  the 
stack  three  months  after  the  clover  was  carted.  The  second  crop 
was  cut  on  the  21st  of  August,  and  carried  on  the  27th,  the  weight 
being  nearly  30  cwt.  of  hay  per  acre.  Thus  the  two  cuttings  pro- 
duced just  about  four  tons  of  clover-hay  per  acre. 

"  The  11  acres  were  divided  into  two  parts.  About  one-half  was 
mown  for  hay  a  second  time,  and  the  other  part  left  for  seed.  The 
produce  of  the  second  half  of  the  11-acre  field,  was  cut  on  the  8th 
of  October,  and  carried  on  the  10th.  It  yielded  in  round  numbers, 
3  cwt.  of  clover-seed  per  acre,  the  season  being  very  unfavorable 
for  clover-seed.  The  second  crop  of  clover,  mown  for  haj',  was 
rather  too  ripe,  and  just  beginning  to  show  seed. 

"  A  square  foot  of  soil,  18  inches  deep,  was  dug  from  the  second 
portion  of  the  land  which  produced  the  clover-hay  and  clover- 
seed. 

SOIL  FROM  PART  OF  11-ACRE  FIELD  TWICE  MOWN  FOR  HAT. 

"The  upper  six  inches  of  soil,  one  foot  square,  contained  all  the 
main  roots  of  18  strong  plants;  the  next  six  inches,  only  small 
root  fibres,  and  in  tlic  third  section,  a  six-inch  slice  cut  down  at  a 
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depth  of  12  inches  from  the  surface,  no  distinct  fibres  could  be 
found.  The  soil  was  almost  completely  saturated  with  rain  when 
it  was  dug  up  on  the  13th  of  September,  1866 : 

Lhs. 

The  upper  six  inches  of  soil,  one  foot  square,  weighed 60 

The  second        "  "  "  61 

The  third  "  "  "  03 

"  These  three  portions  of  one  foot  of  soil,  18  inches  deep,  were 
dried  nearly  completely,  and  weighed  again ;  when  the  first  six 
inches  weighed  51i  lbs. ;  the  second  six  inches,  51  lbs.  5  oz.  ;  and 
the  third  section,  54  lbs.  2  oz. 

"The  first  six  inches  contained  3  lbs.  of  silicious  stones,  (flints), 
which  Avere  rejected  in  preparing  a  sample  for  analysis ;  in  the 
two  remaining  sections  there  were  no  large  sized  stones.  The  soils 
were  pounded  down,  and  passed  through  a  wire  sieve. 

"  The  three  layers  of  soil,  dried  and  reduced  to  powder,  were 
mixed  together,  and  a  prepared  average  sample,  when  submitted 
to  analysis,  yielded  the  following  results : 

COMPOSITION    OF    CLOVER-SOIL,    18    INCHES    DEEP,     FPvOM 
PART  OF    11-ACRE   FIELD,   TWICE  MOWN  FOR  HAT. 

f  Organic  matter 5.86 

I  Oxides  of  iron 6.83 

Alumina 7.12 

Carbonate  of  lime 2.13 

Soluble    in    hy- J  Magnesia 2.01 

drochloric  acid.  ]  Potash 67 

Soda 08 

Chloride  of  sodium 03 

Phosphoric  acid 18 

(_  Sulphuric  acid 17 

'Insoluble  silicious  matter,  74.61.  Consisting:  of  : 

Alumina t 4.3" 

Lime,  (in  a  state  of  silicate) 4.07 

Insoluble  in  acid  -'  Magnesia 46 

Potash 19 

Soda !23 

.  Sihca '.'.'.'.".". . '. '. ". ........  m.29 

"99:63 

"This  soil,  it  will  be  seen,  contained,  in  appreciable  quantities, 
not  only  potash  and  phosphoric  acid,  bat  all  the  elements  of  fertil- 
ity which  enter  into  the  composition  of  good  arable  land.  It  may 
be  briefly  described  as  a  stiff"  clay  soil,  containing  a  sufficiency  of 
lime,  potash,  and  phosphoric  acid,  to  meet  all  the  requirements  of 
the  clover-crop.  Originally,  rather  unproductive,  it  has  been  much 
improved  by  deep  culture  ;  by  being  smashed  up  into  rough  clods, 
early  in  autumn,  and  by  being  exposed  in  this  state  to  the  crum- 
bling effects  of  the  air,  it  now  yields  good  corn  and  forage  crops. 
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"  In  separate  portions  of  the  three  layers  of  soil,  the  proportions 

of  nitrogen  and  phosphoric  acid  contained  in  each  layer  of  six 

inches,  were  determined  and  found  to  be  as  follows : 

Soil  dried  at  212  deg.  Fahr. 
1st  six  )id  six  3d  six 
inches,     inches,  inches. 

Percentage  of  phosphoric  acid 249        .184  .172 

Nitrogen 1.62  .092  .064 

Equal  to  ammonia 198        .112  .078 

"  In  the  upper  six  inches,  as  will  be  seen,  the  percentage  of  both 
phosphoric  acid  and  nitrogen,  was  larger  than  in  the  two  follow- 
ing layers,  while  the  proportion  of  nitrogen  in  the  six  inches  of  sur- 
face soil,  was  much  larger  than  in  the  next  six  inches ;  and  in  the 
third  section,  containing  no  visible  particles  of  root-fibres,  only 
very  little  nitrogen  occurred. 

"  In  their  natural  state,  the  three  layers  of  soil  contained : 

1st  six      2d  six     Bd  six 
inches,     inches,    incites. 

Moisture 17.16      18.24        16.62 

Phosphoric  acid 198        .109  .143 

Nitrogen 134        .075  .053 

Equal  to  ammonia 162        .091  .064 

lbs.  Ids.  lbs. 

Weight  of  one  foot  square  of  soil 60  Gl  C3 

"  Calculated  per  acre,  the  absolute  weight  of  one  acre  of  this 
land,  six  inches  deep,  weighs : 

Lbs. 

1st  six  inches 2,613,600 

2d  six  inches 2,657,160 

3d  six  Inches 2,746,280 

"No  great  error,  therefore,  will  be  made,  if  we  assume  in  the 
subsequent  calculations,  that  six  inches  of  this  soil  weighs  two  and 
one-half  millions  of  pounds  per  acre. 

"  An  acre  of  land,  according  to  the  preceding  determinations, 
contains : 

1st  six  inches,  2d  six  inches,  3(Z  six  incJies, 
Lbs.  Lbs.  Lbs. 

Phosphoric  acid 4,950  2,725  3,575 

Nitrogen 3,350  1,875  1,325 

Equal  to  ammonia 4,050  2,275  1.600 

"  Tlie  proportion  of  phosphoric  acid  in  six  inches  of  surface  soil,  ' 
it  will  1)0  seen,  amounted  to  about  two-tenths  per  cent;  a  propor- 
tion of  the  whole  soil,  so  small  that  it  may  appear  insufhcient 
for  the  production  of  a  good  corn-crop.  Ilowevcr,  when  calcu- 
lated to  the  acre,  we  find  that  six  inches  of  surface  soil  in  an  acre  of 
land,  actually  contain  over  two  tons  of  phosplioric  acid.  An  aver- 
age crop  of  wheat,  assumed  to  be  25  bushels  of  grain,  at  60  lbs.  per 
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bushel,  and  3,000  lbs.  of  straw,  removes  from  tlie  land  on  wliicli  it 
is  grown,  20  lbs.  of  phosphoric  acid.  The  clover-soil  analyzed  by 
me,  consequently  contains  an  amount  of  phosphoric  acid  in  a 
depth  of  only  six  inches,  which  is  equal  to  that  present  in  247^ 
average  crops  of  wheat ;  or  supposing  that,  by  good  cultivation 
and  in  favorable  seasons,  the  average  yield  of  wheat  could  be 
doubled,  and  50  bushels  of  grain,  at  60  lbs.  a  bushel,  and  6  000  lbs. 
of  straw  could  be  raised,  124  of  such  heavy  wheat-crops  would  con- 
tain no  more  phosphoric  acid  than  actually  occurred  in  six  inches 
of  this  clover-soil  per  acre. 

"  The  mere  presence  of  such  an  amount  of  phosphoric  acid  in  a 
soil,  however,  by  no  means  proves  its  sufficiency  for  the  produc- 
tion of  so  many  crops  of  wheat ;  for,  in  the  first  place,  it  can  not 
be  shown  that  the  whole  of  the  phosphoric  acid  found  by  analysis, 
occurs  in  the  soil  in  a  readily  available  combination  ;  and,  in  the 
second  place,  it  is  quite  certain  that  the  root-fibres  of  the  wheat- 
plant  can  not  reach  and  pick  up,  so  to  speak,  every  particle  of 
phosphoric  acid,  even  supposing  it  to  occur  in  the  soil  in  a  form 
most  conducive  to  '  ready  assimilation  by  the  plant.' 

"  The  calculation  is  not  given  in  proof  of  a  conclusion  which 
would  be  manifestly  absurd,  but  simply  as  an  illustration  of  the 
enormous  quantity  in  an  acre  of  soil  six  inches  deep,  of  a  constitu- 
ent forming  the  smaller  proportions  of  the  whole  weight  of  an 
acre  of  soil  of  that  limited  depth.  It  shows  the  existence  of  a  prac- 
tically unlimited  amount  of  the  most  important  mineral  constitu- 
ents of  plants,  and  clearly  points  out  the  propriety  of  rendering 
available  to  plants,  the  natural  resources  of  the  soil  in  plant- 
food  ;  to  draw,  in  fact,  up  the  mineral  wealth  of  the  soil,  by  thor- 
oughly working  the  land,  and  not  leaving  it  unutilized  as  so  much 
dead  capital." 

"  Good,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  that  is  the  right  doctrine." 

"  The  roots,"  continues  Dr.  Vcelckcr,  "  from  one  square  foot  of 
soil  were  cleaned  as  much  as  possible,  dried  completely  at  212°, 
and  in  that  state  weighed  240  grains.  An  acre  conseciuently  con- 
tained 1,493^  lbs.  of  dried  clover-roots. 

"  The  clover-roots  contained,  dried  at  212°  Fahr., 

Organic  matter* 81.33 

Mineral  niatter,t  (ash) 18-67 

100.00 

*  Yielding  nitrogen 1. 6C5 

'  Equal  to  ammonia 1.985 

^Including  insoluble  silicious  matter,  (clay  and  sand) 11.67 
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"  Accordingly  the  clover-roots  in  an  acre  of  land  furnished  24i 
lbs.  of  nitrogen.     We  have  thus : 

Lbs.  of 
nitrogen. 

In  the  six  inches  of  surface  soil ^'^q^j. 

In  large  cloYcr-roots ■f4. 

in  second  six  inches  of  soil i,oio 

Total  amount  of  nitrogen  in  one  acre  of  soil  12  inches  deep 5,2495 

Equal  to  ammonia ^'?Zii 

Or  in  round  numbers,  two  tons  six  cwt.  of  nitrogen  per  acre ;  an 
enormous  quantity,  which  must  have  a  powerful  influence  in  en- 
couraging the  luxuriant  development  of  the  succeeding  wheat- 
crop,  although  only  a  fraction  of  the  total  amount  of  nitrogen  in 
the  clover  remains  may  become  sufficiently  decomposed  in  time  to 
be  available  to  the  young  wheat-plants. 

CLOVER-SOIL  FROM  PART   OF   11-ACRE  FIELD   OF    BURCOTT 

LODGE    FARM,    LEIGHTON    BUZZARD,    ONCE     MOWN 

FOR  HAT,  AND  LEFT  AFTERWARDS  FOR  SEED. 

"  Produce  2|  tons  of  clover-hay,  and  3  cwt.  of  seed  per  acre. 

"  This  soil  was  obtained  within  a  distance  of  five  yards  from  the 
part  of  the  field  where  the  soil  was  dug  up  after  the  two  cuttings 
of  hay.  After  the  seed  there  was  some  difficulty  in  finding  a 
square  foot  containing  the  same  number  of  large  clover-roots,  as 
that  on  the  field  twice  mown  ;  however,  at  last,  in  the  beginning  of 
November,  a  square  foot  containing  exactly  18  strong  roots,  was 
found  and  dug  up  to  a  depth  of  18  inches.  The  soil  dug  after  the 
seed  was  much  drier  than  that  dug  after  the  two  cuttings  of  hay  : 

The  upper  six  inches  deep,  one  foot  square,  weighed 55  lbs. 

Thenext  "  "  "         58     " 

Tlie  third         "  "  "        60    " 


"After  drying  by  exposure  to  hot  air,  the  three  layers  of  soil 
weighed : 

The  upper  six  inches,  one  foot  square 49 J  lbs. 

Thenext  "  "  501    " 

The  third         "  "  5U    " 


"  Equal  portions  of  the  dried  soil  from  each  six-inch  section 
were  mixed  together  and  reduced  to  a  fine  powder.  An  average 
sample  tlius  prepared,  on  analysis,  was  found  to  have  the  follow- 
ing composition : 


Soluble    in    hy- 
drochloric aciii. 
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COMPOSITION  OF  CLOVER-SOIL  ONCE  MOWN  FOR  HAY,  AND 
AFTERWARDS  LEFT  FOR  SEED.     DRIED  AT  213'  FAHR. 

f  Organic  matter 5.34 

Oxides  of  iron 6.07 

Alumina 4.51 

Carbonate  of  lime 7.51 

Magnesia 1.27 

Potash 52 

Soda 16 

Chloride  of  sodium 03 

Phosphoric  acid , 15 

,  Sulphuric  acid 19 

f  Insoluble  silicious  matter,  73.84.  Consisting  of  : 

i  Alumina .". 4.14 
Lime  (in  a  state  of  silicate) 2.69 
Magnesia 68 
Potash 24 
Soda 21 

L  Silica 65.88 


"  The  soil,  it  will  be  seen,  in  general  character,  resembles  the  pre- 
ceding sample ;  it  contains  a  good  deal  of  potash  and  phosphoric 
acid,  and  may  be  pre.sumed  to  be  well  suited  to  the  growth  of 
clover.  It  contains  more  carbonate  of  lime,  and  is  somewhat 
lighter  than  the  sample  from  the  part  of  the  field  twice  mown  for 
hay,  and  may  be  termed  heavy  calcareous  clay. 

"  An  acre  of  this  land,  18  inches  deep,  weighed,  when  very  nearly 
dry: 

Lhs. 

Surface,  six  inches 2,407,900 

Next  "  2,444,200 

Third  "  3,480,500 

"Or  in  round  numbers,  every  six  inches  of  soil  weighed  per 
acre  2^  millions  of  pounds,  w^hich  agrees  tolerably  well  witli  the 
actual  weight  per  acre  of  the  preceding  soil. 

"  The  amount  of  phosphoric  acid  and  nitrogen  in  each  six-inch 
layer  was  determined  separately  as  before,  when  the  following 
results  were  obtained : 

IN    DRIED    SOIL. 

_  First        Second        TJiird 
sixincTies.  six  inches,  six  incJies. 

Percentage  of  phosphoric  acid 159  .166  .140 

Nitrogen 189  .134  .089 

Equal  to  ammonia 339  .103  .108 

"An  acre,  according  to  these  determinations,  contains  in  the 
three  separate  sections : 
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First        Secotid        Third 

six  inches,  six  inches,  six  hiche.s. 

lbs.  lbs.  lbs. 

Phosphoric  acid 3,975  4,150  3,500 

Nitrogen 4,725  3,350         2,225 

Equal  to  ammonia 5,725  4,050  2,700 

"  Here,  again,  as  might  naturally  be  expected,  the  proportion  of 
nitrogen  is  largest  in  the  surface,  where  all  the  decaying  leaves 
dropped  during  the  growth  of  the  clover  for  seed  are  found,  and 
wherein  root-fibres  are  more  abundant  than  in  the  lower  strata. 
The  first  six  inches  of  soil,  it  will  be  seen,  contained  in  round 
numbers,  2i  tons  of  nitrogen  per  acre,  that  is,  considerably  more 
than  was  found  in  the  same  section  of  the  soil  where  the  clover 
was  mown  twice  for  hay ;  showing  plainly,  that  during  the  rii^ening 
of  the  clover  seed,  the  surface  is  much  enriched  by  the  nitrogen- 
ous matter  in  the  dropping  leaves  of  the  clover-plant. 

"  Clover-roots. — The  roots  from  one  square  foot  of  this  soil,  freed 
as  much  as  possible  from  adhering  soil,  were  dried  at  212",  and 
when  weighed  and  reduced  to  a  fine  powder,  gave,  on  analysis,  the 
following  results : 

Oganic  matter* 64.76 

Mineral  matterf 35.24 

100.00 


*  Containing  nitrogen 1.703 

Eqiial  to  ammonia 2.066 

•)•  Including  clay  and  sand  (insoluble  silicious  matter) 26.04 

"  A  square  foot  of  this  soil  produced  582  grains  of  dried  clover- 
roots,  consequently  an  acre  yielded  3,622  lbs.  of  roots,  or  more 
than  twice  the  weight  of  roots  obtained  from  the  soil  of  the  same 
field  where  the  clover  was  twice  mown  for  hay. 

"In  round  numbers,  the  3,622  lbs.  of  clover-roots  from  the  land 
mown  once,  and  afterwards  left  for  seed,  contained  514  lbs.  of 
nitrogen. 

"  The  roots  from  the  soil  after  clover-seed,  it  will  be  noticed, 
were  not  so  clean  as  the  preceding  sample,  nevertheless,  they 
yielded  more  nitrogen.  In  64.76  of  organic  matter,  we  have  here 
1.702  of  nitrogen,  whereas,  in  the  case  of  the  roots  from  the  part 
of  the  field  where  the  clover  was  twice  mown  for  hay,  we  have  in 
81.33  parts,  that  is,  much  more  organic  matter,  and  1.635,  or  rather 
less  of  nitrogen.  It  is  evident,  therefore,  that  the  organic  matter 
in  the  soil  after  clover-seed,  occurs  in  a  more  advanced  stage  of 
decomposition,  than  found  in  the  clover-roots  from  the  part  of  the 
field  twice  mown.  In  the  manure,  in  which  the  decay  of  such 
and  similar  organic  remains  proceeds,  much  of  the  non-nitrogen- 
ous, or  carbonaceous   matters,  of  which   these  remains  chiefly, 
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though  not  entirely,  consist,  is  transformed  into  gaseous  carbonic 
acid,  and  what  remains  behind,  becomes  richer  in  nitrogen  and 
mineral  matters.  A  parallel  case,  showing  the  dissipation  of  car- 
bonaceous matter,  and  the  increase  in  the  percentage  of  nitrogen 
and  mineral  matter  in  what  is  left  behind,  is  presented  to  us  in 
fresh  and  rotten  dung ;  in  long  or  f resb  dung,  the  percentage  of 
organic  matter,  consisting  chiefly  of  very  imperfectly  decom- 
posed straw,  being  larger,  and  that  of  nitrogen  and  mineral 
matter  smaller,  than  in  well-rotted  dung. 

"The  roots  from  the  field  after  clover-seed,  it  will  be  borne  in 
mind,  were  dug  up  in  November,  whilst  those  obtained  from  the 
land  twice  mown,  were  dug  up  in  September;  the  former,  there- 
fore, may  be  expected  to  be  in  a  more  advanced  state  of  decay 
than  the  latter,  and  richer  ia  nitrogen. 

"  In  an  acre  of  soil,  after  clover  seed,  we  have : 

Lbs. 

Nitrogen  in  first  six  inches  of  soil 4,735 

Nitrogen  in  roots 5H 

Nitrogen  in^  second  six  inches  of  soil 3,350 

Total  amount  of  nitrogen,  per  acre,  In  twelve  inches  of  soil —  8,186? 

"  Equal  to  ammonia,  9,867  lbs.  :  or,  in  round  numbers,  3  tons 
and  12|-  cwts.  of  nitrogen  per  acre;  equal  to  4  tons  8  cwts.  of 
ammonia. 

"  This  is  a  very  much  larger  amount  of  nitrogen  tlian  occurred  in 
the  other  soil,  and  shows  plainly  that  the  total  amount  of  nitrogen 
accumulates  especially  in  the  surface-soil,  when  clover  is  grown 
for  seed ;  thus  explaining  intelligibly,  as  it  appears  to  me,  why 
wheat,  as  stated  by  many  practical  men,  succeeds  better  on  land 
where  clover  is  grown  for  seed,  than  where  it  is  mown  for  hay. 

"All  the  three  layers  of  the  soil,  after  clover-seed,  are  richer  in 
nitrogen  than  the  same  sections  of  the  soil  where  the  clover  was 
twice  mown,  as  will  be  seen  by  the  following  comparative  state- 
ment of  results : 


I. 

Clotbe-Soil  twice 

MOWN. 

n. 

Clover-Soil  once  mown 
and  then  left  for  seed. 

upper 
Ginches. 

Second 
6  inches. 

Third 
G  inches. 

Upper 
0  inches. 

Next 
6  inches. 

Loicest 
fj  inches. 

Percentage  of  nitrogen  in 

.103 
.198 

.093 
.112 

.004 
.078 

.189 
.329 

.131 
.102 

.009 

Equal  to  ammonia 

.108 

"This  diflference  in  the  amount  of  accumulated  nitrogen   in 
clover-land,  appears  still  more  strikingly  on  comparing  the  total 
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amounts  of  nitrogen  per  acre  in  the  different  sections  of  the  two 
portions  of  the  11-acre  field. 

PERCENTAGE    OF   NITROGEN    PER    ACRE. 

First         Second        Third 
six  inches,  six  inches,  six  inches. 
Lbs.  Lbs.  Lbs. 

I.  In  soil,  clover  twico  mowrf-^- \    3,350  1,875  1,333 

II.  In  soil,  clover  once  mown  and  seeded  >• 

afterwards! )    4,725  3,350  2,225 

Equal  to  ammonia  :  1 

*   I.  Clover  twice  mown V  4,050  3,275  1,G00 

tU.  Clover  seeded )    5,725         4,050  2,700 

Lbs. 

I.  Nitrogen  in  roots  of  clover  twice  mown )  2Ai 

II.  Nitrogen  in  clover,  once  mown,  and  grown  for  seed  after-  > 

wards )  51 1 

I.  Weight  of  dry  roots  per  acre  from  Soil  I  |  l,493i 

II.  Weight  of  dry  roots  per  acre  from  Soil  II \  3,623 

Total  amount  of  nitrogen  in  1  acre,  12  inches  deep  of  Soil  I*.  )  5,2493 

Total  amount  of  nitrogen  in  1  acre,  13  inches  deep  of  Soil  Ilf.  f  8,136j 

Excess  of  nitrogen  in  an  acre  of  soil  13  inches  deep,  calculated  [  q  eqoi 

as  ammonia  in  part  of  field,  mown  once  and  then  seeded j  '       ' 

*  Equal  to  ammonia )     6,374^ 

t  Equal  to  ammonia j     9,807 

"  It  will  be  seen  that  not  only  was  the  amount  of  large  clover- 
roots  greater  in  the  part  where  clover  was  grown  for  seed,  but  that 
likewise  the  different  layers  of  soil  were  in  every  instance  richer 
in  nitrogen  after  clover-seed,  than  after  clover  mown  twice  for 
hay. 

"  Reasons  are  given  in  the  beginning  of  this  paper  which  it  is 
hoped  will  have  convinced  the  reader,  that  the  fertility  of  land 
is  not  so  much  measured  by  the  amount  of  ash  constituents  of 
plants  which  it  contains,  as  by  the  amount  of  nitrogen,  which,  to- 
gether with  an  excess  of  such  ash  constituents,  it  contains  in  an 
available  form.  It  has  been  shown  lilccwise,  that  the  removal  from 
the  soil  of  a  large  amount  of  mineral  matter  in  a  good  clover-crop, 
in  conformity  with  many  du-ect  field  experiments,  is  not  lilccly  in 
any  degree  to  affect  the  wheat-crop,  and  that  the  yield  of  wheat  on 
soils  mider  ordinary  cultivation,  according  to  the  experience  of 
many  farmers,  and  the  direct  and  numerous  experiments  of  Messrs. 
Lawes  and  Gilbert,  rises  or  falls,  other  circumstances  being  equal, 
with  the  supply  of  available  nitrogenous  food  which  is  given  to 
the  wheat.  This  being  the  case,  we  can  not  doubt  tliat  the  benefits 
arising  from  tlic  growth  of  clover  to  the  succeeding  wheat,  arc 
mainly  due  to  the  fact  that  an  immense  amount  of  nilrogeaous 
food  accumulates  in  the  soil  during  the  L'Towth  of  clover. 
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"This  accumulation  of  nitrogenous  plant-food,  specially  useful 
to  cereal  crops,  is,  as  shown  in  the  preceding  experiments,  much 
greater  when  clover  is  grown  for  seed,  than  when  it  is  made  into 
hay.  This  affords  an  intelligible  explanation  of  a  fact  long 
observed  by  good  practical  men,  although  denied  by  others  who 
decline  to  accept  their  experience  as  resting  upon  trustworthy  evi- 
dence, because,  as  they  say,  land  cannot  become  more  fertile  when 
a  crop  is  grown  upon  it  for  seed,  which  is  cari-ied  off,  than  when 
that  crop  is  cut  down  and  the  produce  consumed  on  the  land.  The 
chemical  points  brought  forward  in  the  course  of  this  inquiry, 
show  plainly  that  mere  speculation  as  to  what  can  take  place  in  a 
soil,  and  what  not,  do  not  much  advance  the  true  theory  of  cer- 
tain agricultural  practices.  It  is  only  by  carefully  investigating 
subjects  like  the  one  under  consideration,  that  positive  proofs  are 
given,  showing  the  correctness  of  intelligent  observers  in  the  fields. 
Many  years  ago,  I  made  a  great  many  experiments  relative  to  the 
chemistry  of  farm-yard  manure,  and  then  showed,  amongst  other 
particulars,  that  manure,  spread  at  once  on  the  land,  need  not 
there  and  then  be  plowed  in,  inasmuch  as  neither  a  broiling  sun, 
nor  a  sweeping  and  drying  wind  will  cause  the  slightest  loss  of 
ammonia ;  and  that,  therefore,  the  old-fashioned  farmer  who  carts 
his  manure  on  the  land  as  soon  as  he  can,  and  spreads  it  at  once, 
but  who  plows  it  in  at  his  convenience,  acts  iu  perfect  accordance 
with  correct  chemical  principles  involved  in  the  management  of 
farm-yard  manure.  On  the  present  occasion,  my  main  object  has 
been  to  show,  not  merely  by  reasoning  on  the  subject,  but  by  actual 
experiments,  that  the  larger  the  amounts  of  nitrogen,  potash,  soda, 
lime,  phosphoric  acid,  etc.,  which  are  removed  from  the  land  in  a 
clover-crop,  the  better  it  is,  nevertheless,  made  thereby  for  produc- 
ing in  the  succeeding  year  an  abundant  crop  of  wheat,  other  cir- 
cumstances being  favorable  to  its  growth. 

"  Indeed,  no  kind  of  manure  can  be  compared  in  point  of  eflBcacy 
for  wheat,  to  the  manuring  which  the  land  gets  in  a  really  good 
crop  of  clover.  The  farmer  who  wishes  to  derive  the  full  benefit 
from  his  clover-lay,  should  plow  it  up  for  wheat  as  soon  as  possi- 
ble in  the  autumn,  and  leave  it  in  a  rough  state  as  long  as  is  admis- 
sible, in  order  that  the  air  may  find  free  access  into  the  land,  and 
the  organic  remains  left  iu  so  much  abundance  in  a  good  crop  of 
clover  be  changed  into  plant-food ;  more  especially,  in  other  words, 
in  order  that  the  crude  nitrogenous  organic  matter  in  the  clover- 
roots  and  decaying  leaves,  may  have  time  to  become  transformed 
into  ammoniacal  compounds,  and  these,  in  the  course  of  time,  into 
nitrates,  which  I  am  strongly  inclined  to  think  is  the  form  iu  which 
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niti'Ogen  is  assimilated,  par  excellence  by  cereal  crops,and  in  which, 
at  all  events,  it  is  more  efficacious  than  in  any  other  state  of  com- 
bination wherein  it  may  be  used  as  a  fertilizer. 

"  When  the  clover-lay  is  plowed  up  early,  the  decay  of  the  clover 
is  sufficiently  advanced  by  the  time  the  young  Vv'heat-plant  stands 
in  need  of  readily  available  nitrogenous  food,  and  this  being  uni- 
formly distributed  through  the  whole  of  the  cultivated  soil,  is 
ready  to  benefit  every  single  plant.  This  equal  and  abundant  dis- 
tribution of  food,  peculiarly  valuable  to  cereals,  is  a  great  advan- 
tage, and  speaks  strongly  in  favor  of  clover  as  a  preparatory  croi) 
for  wheat. 

"  Nitrate  of  soda,  an  excellent  spring  top-dressing  for  wheat  and 
cereals  in  general,  in  some  seasons  fails  to  produce  as  good  an  effect 
as  in  others.  In  very  dry  springs,  the  rainfall  is  not  sufficient  to 
wash  it  properly  into  the  soil  and  to  distribute  it  equally,  and  in 
very  wet  seasons  it  is  apt  to  be  washed  either  into  the  drains  or 
into  a  stratum  of  the  soil  not  accessible  to  the  roots  of  the  young 
wheat.  As,  therefore,  the  character  of  the  approaching  season 
can  not  usually  be  predicted,  the  application  of  nitrate  of  soda  to 
wheat  is  alwa3'S  attended  with  more  or  less  uncertainty. 

"  The  case  is  different,  when  a  good  crop  of  clover-hay  has  been 
obtained  from  the  land  on  which  wheat  is  intended  to  be  grown 
afterwards.  An  enormous  quantity  of  nitrogenous  organic  matter, 
as  we  have  seen,  is  left  in  the  land  after  the  removal  of  the  clover- 
crop  ;  and  these  remains  gradually  decay  and  furnish  ammonia, 
which  at  first  and  during  the  colder  months  of  the  year,  is  retained 
by  the  well  known  absorbing  properties  which  all  good  wheat- 
soils  possess.  In  spring,  when  warmer  weather  sets  in,  and  the 
wheat  begins  to  make  a  push,  these  ammonia  compounds  in  the  soil 
are  by  degrees  oxidized  into  nitrates ;  and  as  this  change  into  food 
peculiarly  favorable  to  young  cereal  plants,  proceeds  slowly 
but  steadily,  we  have  in  the  soil  itself,  after  clover,  a  source  from 
which  nitrates  are  continuously  produced ;  so  that  it  does  not  much 
affect  the  final  yield  of  wheat,  whether  heavy  rains  remove  some 
or  all  of  the  nitrate  present  in  the  soil.  The  clover  remains  thus 
afford  a  more  continuous  source  from  which  nitrates  are  produced, 
and  greater  certainty  for  a  good  crop  of  wheat  than  when  recourse 
is  had  to  nitrogenous  top-dressings  in  the  spring. 

SUMMARY. 

"  The  following  are  some  of  the  cliief  points  of  interest  which  I 
have  endeavored  fully  to  dcvclopc  in  the  precedimr  pages  : 

"  1.  A  good  crop  of  clover  removes  from  the  soil  more  potash, 
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phosphoric  acid,  lime,  and  other  mineral  matters,  which  enter  into 
the  composition  of  the  ashes  of  our  cultivated  crops,  than  any  other 
crop  usually  grown  in  this  country. 

"  3.  There  is  fully  three  times  as  much  nitrogen  in  a  crop  of 
clover  as  in  the  average  produce  of  the  grain  and  straw  of  wheat 
per  acre. 

"  3.  Notwithstanding  the  large  amount  of  nitrogenous  matter 
and  of  ash-constituents  of  plants,  in  the  produce  of  an  acre,  clover 
is  an  excellent  preparatory  crop  for  wheat. 

"  4.  During  the  growth  of  clover,  a  large  amount  of  nitrogenous 
matter  accumulates  in  the  soil. 

"  0.  This  accumulation,  which  is  greatest  in  the  surface  soil,  is 
due  to  decaying  leaves  dropped  during  the  growth  of  clover,  and 
to  an  abundance  of  roots,  containing,  when  dry,  from  one  and 
three-fourths  to  two  per  cent  of  nitrogen. 

"  6.  The  clover-roots  are  stronger  and  more  numerous,  and  more 
leaves  fall  on  the  ground  when  clover  is  grown  for  seed,  than 
when  it  is  mown  for  hay ;  in  consequence,  more  nitrogen  is  left 
after  clover-seed,  than  after  hay,  which  accounts  for  wheat  yield- 
ing a  better  crop  after  clover-seed  than  after  hay. 

"  7.  The  development  of  roots  being  checked,  when  the  produce, 
in  a  green  condition,  is  fed  off  by  sheep,  in  all  probability,  leaves 
still  less  nitrogenous  matter  in  the  soil  than  when  clover  is 
allowed  to  get  riper  and  is  mown  for  hay ;  thus,  no  doubt,  account- 
ing for  the  observation  made  by  practical  men,  that,  notwithstand- 
ing the  return  of  the  produce  in  the  sheep  excrements,  wheat  is 
generally  stronger,  and  yields  better,  after  clover  mown  for  hay, 
than  when  the  clover  is  fed  off  green  by  sheep. 

"  8.  The  nitrogenous  matters  in  the  clover  remains,  on  their 
gradual  decay,  are  finally  transformed  into  nitrates,  thus  affording 
a  continuous  source  of  food  on  which  cereal  crops  specially  delight 
to  grow. 

"  9.  There  is  strong  presumptive  evidence  that  the  nitrogen 
which  exists  in  the  air,  in  shape  of  ammonia  and  nitric  acid,  and 
descends,  in  these  combinations,  with  the  rain  which  falls  on  the 
ground,  satisfies,  under  ordinary  circumstances,  the  requirements 
of  the  clovei'-crop.  This  crop  causes  a  large  accumulation  of 
nitrogenous  matters,  which  are  gradually  changed  in  the  soil  into 
nitrates.  The  atmosphere  thus  furnishes  nitrogenous  food  to  the 
succeeding  wheat  indirectly,  and,  so  to  say,  gratis. 

"  10.  Clover  not  only  provides  abundance  of  nitrogenous  food, 
but  delivers  this  food  in  a  readily  available  form  (as  nitrates),  more 
gradually  and  continuously,  and,  consequently,  with  more  cer- 
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tainty  of  a  good  result,  than  such  food  can  be  applied  to  the  land 
in  the  shape  of  nitrogenous  spring  top-dressings." 


"  Thank  you  Charley,"  said  the  Doctor,  "  that  is  the  most  re- 
markable paper  I  ever  listened  to.  I  do  not  quite  know  "what  to 
think  of  it.     "We  shall  have  to  examine  it  carefully." 

"  The  first  three  propositions  in  the  Summary,"  said  I,  "  are  un- 
questionably time.  Proposition  No.  4,  is  equally  true,  but  we  must 
be  careful  what  meaning  we  attach  to  the  word '  accumulate.'  The 
idea  is,  that  clover  gathers  up  the  nitrogen  in  the  soil.  It  does  not 
increase  the  absolute  amount  of  nitrogen.  It  accumulates  it — brings 
it  together." 

"  Proposition  ITo.  5,  will  not  be  disputed  ;  and  I  think  we  may 
accept  No.  6,  also,  though  we  can  not  be  sure  that  allowing  clover 
to  go  to  seed,  had  anything  to  do  with  the  increased  quantity  of 
clover-roots." 

"  Proposition  No.  7,  may  or  may  not  be  true.  We  have  no 
proof,  only  a  '  probability ; '  and  the  same  may  be  said  in  regard  to 
propositions  Nos.  8,  9,  and  10." 

The  Deacon  seemed  uneasy.  He  did  not  like  these  remarks.  He 
had  got  the  impression,  while  Charley  was  reading,  that  much 
more  was  proved  than  Dr.  Ycelcker  claims  in  his  Summary. 

"  I  thought,"  said  he,  "  that  on  the  part  of  the  field  where  the 
clover  was  allowed  to  go  to  seed.  Dr.  Voelcker  found  a  great  in- 
crease in  the  amount  of  nitrogen." 

"  That  seems  to  be  the  general  impression,"  said  the  Doctor,  "  but 
in  point  of  fact,  we  have  no  proof  that  the  growth  of  clover,  either 
for  hay  or  for  seed,  had  anything  to  do  with  the  quantity  of  nitro- 
gen and  phosphoric  acid  found  in  the  soil.  The /ac^s  given  bj^  Dr. 
Yoelcker,  are  exceedingly  interesting.     Let  us  look  at  them : " 

"A  field  of  11  acres  was  sown  to  winter-wheat,  and  seeded  dow'n 
in  the  spring,  with  12  lbs.  per  acre  of  clover.  The  wheat  yielded 
40  bushels  per  acre.  The  next  year,  on  the  25th  of  June,  the 
clover  was  mown  for  hay.  We  are  told  that '  the  best  part  of  the 
field  yielded  three  tons  (6,720  lbs.)  of  clover-hay  per  acre;  the 
whole  field  averaging  2|-  tons  (5,600  lbs.)  per  aci'e.'  " 

"  We  arc  not  informed  how  much  land  there  was  of  the  '  best 
part,'  but  assuming  that  it  was  half  the  field,  the  poorer  part 
must  have  yielded  only  4,480  lbs.  of  hay  per  acre,  or  only  two- 
thirds  as  much  as  the  other.  This  shows  that  there  was  consider- 
able difference  in  the  quality  or  condition  of  the  land. 

"  After  the  field  was  mown  for  hay, it  was  divided  into  two  parts  : 
one  part  was  mown  again  for  haj',  August  31st,  and  yielded  about 
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30  cwt.  (3,360  lbs.)  of  hay  per  acre ;  the  other  half  was  allowed  to 
grow  six  or  seven  weeks  longer,  and  was  then  (October  8th),  cut 
for  seed.  The  yield  was  a  little  over  5^  bushels  of  seed  per  acre. 
Whether  the  clover  allowed  to  grow  for  seed,  was  on  the  richer  or 
poorer  half  of  the  field,  we  are  not  informed. 

"  Dr.  Vcelcker  then  analyzed  the  soil.  That  from  the  part  of  the 
field  mown  twice  for  hay,  contained  per  acre : 

First  six  Second  six  Third  six  Total,  18. 

inches.  inches.  inches.  inches  deep. 

Phosphoric  acid 4,950  2,735               3,575  11,250 

Nitroo-en 3,350  1,875               1,325  6,550 

"The  ?,o\\.  from  t1ie  part  moicn  once  for  Tiay ,  and  tlien  for  seed, 
contained  per  acre : 

First  six        Second  six  Third  six        Total,  18 

inches.           inches.  inches.        inches  deep. 

Phosphoric  acid 3,975               4,150  8,500            11,625 

Nitrogen 4,725               3,350  2,225            10,300 

' '  Dr.  Vcelcker  also  ascertained  the  amount  tmd  composition  of  the 
clover-roots  growing  in  the  soil  on  the  two  parts  of  the  field.  On 
the  part  moicn  tioice  for  hay,  the  roots  contained  per  acre  24^  lbs. 
of  nitrogen.  On  the  part  moion  once  for  hay,  and  then  for  seed, 
the  roots  contained  51^  lbs.  of  nitrogen  per  acre." 

"  Now,"  said  the  Doctor,  "  these  facts  are  very  interesting,  lut 
there  is  no  sort  of  emdence  tending  to  show  that  the  clover  has  any- 
thing to  do  loith  increasing  or  decreasing  the  quantity  of  nitrogen  or 
phosphoric  acid  found  in  the  soil." 

"  There  wao  more  clover-roots  per  acre,  where  the  clover  was 
allowed  to  go  to  seed.  Bat  that  may  be  because  the  soil  happened 
to  be  richer  on  this  part  of  the  field.  There  was,  in  the  first  six 
inches  of  the  soil,  3,350  lbs.  of  nitrogen  per  acre,  on  one-half  of  the 
field,  and  4,725  lbs.  on  the  other  half;  and  it  is  not  at  all  surprising 
that  on  the  latter  half  tliere  should  be  a  greater  growth  of  clover 
and  clover-roots.  To  suppose  that  during  the  six  or  seven  weeks 
while  the  clover  was  maturing  its  seed,  the  clover-plants  could 
accumulate  1,375  lbs.  of  nitrogen,  is  absurd." 

"But  Dr.  Vcelcker,"  said  the  Deacon,  "states,  and  states  truly, 
that  '  more  leaves  fall  on  the  groimd  when  clover  is  grown  for 
seed,  than  when  it  is  mown  for  hay ;  and,  consequently,  more  nitro- 
gen is  left  after  clover-seed  than  after  hay,  -which  accounts  for 
wheat  yielding  a  better  crop  after  clover-seed  than  after  hay.'  " 

"This  is  all  true,"  said  the  Doctor,  "but  we  can  not  accept  Dr. 
Vojlcker's  analyses  as  proving  it.  To  account  in  this  way  for  the 
1,375  lbs.  of  nitrogen,  we  should  have  to  suppose  that  the  clover- 
plants,  in  going  to  seed,  shed  one  hundred  tons  of  dry  clover-leaves 
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per  acre  !  The  truth  of  the  matter  seems  to  be,  that  the  part  of  the 
field  on  which  the  clover  was  allowed  to  go  to  seed,  was  naturally- 
much  richer  than  the  other  part,  and  consequently  produced  a 
greater  growth  of  clover  and  clover-roots." 

We  can  not  find  anything  in  these  experiments  tending  to  show 
that  we  can  make  land  rich  by  growing  clover  and  selling  the  crop. 
The  analyses  of  the  soil  show  that  in  the  first  eighteen  inches  of  the 
surface-soil,  there  was  6,550  lbs.  of  nitrogen  per  acre,  on  one  part 
of  the  field,  and  10,300  lbs.  on  the  other  part.  The  clover  did  not 
create  this  nitrogen,  or  bring  it  from  the  atmosphere.  The  wheat 
with  which  the  clover  was  seeded  down,  yielded  40  bushels  per 
acre.  If  the  field  had  been  sown  to  wheat  again,  it  probably  would 
not  have  yielded  over  25  bushels  per  acre — and  that  for  want  of 
available  nitrogen.  And  yet  the  clover  got  nitrogen  enough  for 
over  four  tons  of  clover-hay;  or  as  much  nitrogen  as  a  crop  of 
wheat  of  125  bushels  per  acre,  and  7*  tons  of  straw  would  remove 
from  the  land. 

Now  what  does  this  prove  ?  There  w^as,  in  18  inches  of  the  soil 
on  the  poorest  part  of  the  field,  6,550  lbs.  of  nitrogen  per  acre.  A 
crop  of  wheat  of  50  bushels  per  acre,  and  twice  that  weight  of 
straw,  would  require  about  92  lbs.  of  nitrogen.  But  the  wheat  can 
not  get  this  amount  from  the  soil,  while  the  clover  can  get  double 
ilie  quantity.  And  the  only  explantion  I  can  give,  is,  that  the  clover- 
roots  can  take  up  nitrogen  from  a  weaker  solution  in  the  soil  than 
wheat-roots  can. 


"These  experiments  of  Dr.  Ycelcker,"  said  I,  "  give  me  great  en- 
couragement. Here  is  a  soil,  '  originally  rather  unproductive,  but 
much  improved  by  deep  culture  ;  by  being  smashed  up  into  rough 
clods  early  in  autumn,  and  b}"-  being  exposed  in  this  state  to  the 
crumbling  eflFects  of  the  air.'  It  now  produces  40  bushels  of  wheat 
per  acre,  and  part  of  the  field  yielded  three  tons  of  clover-hay, 
per  acre,  the  first  cutting,  and  5J-  bushels  of  clover-seed  after- 
wards—and that  in  a  very  unfavorable  season  for  clover-seed." 

You  will  find  that  the  farmers  in  England  do  not  expect  to  make 
their  land  rich,  by  growing  clover  and  selling  the  produce.  After 
they  have  got  their  land  rich,  by  good  cultivation,  and  the  liberal 
use  of  animal  and  artificial  manures,  they  may  expect  a  good  crop 
of  wheat  from  the  roots  of  the  clover.  But  they  take  good  care  to 
feed  out  the  clover  itself  on  the  farm,  in  connection  with  turnips 
and  oil-cake,  and  thus  make  rich  manure- 
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And  so  it  is  in  this  country.  Much  as  we  hear  about  the  value 
of  clover  for  manure,  even  those  who  extol  it  the  highest  do  not 
depend  upon  it  alone  for  bringing  up  and  maintaining  the  fertility 
of  their  farms.  The  men  who  raise  the  largest  crops  and  make  the 
most  money  by  farming,  do  not  sell  clover-hay.  They  do  not  look 
to  the  roots  of  the  clover  for  making  a  poor  soil  rich.  They  are, 
to  a  man,  good  cultivators.  They  work  their  land  thoroughly  and 
kill  the  weeds.  They  keep  good  stock,  and  feed  liberally,  and 
make  good  manure.  They  use  lime,  ashes,  and  plaster,  and  are 
glad  to  draw  manure  from  the  cities  and  villages,  and  muck  from 
the  swamps,  and  not  a  few  of  them  buy  artificial  manures.  In  the 
hands  of  such  farmers,  clover  is  a  grand  renovating  crop.  It 
gathers  up  the  fertility  of  the  soil,  and  the  roots  alone  of  a 
large  crop,  often  furnish  food  enough  for  a  good  crop  of  corn, 
potatoes,  or  wheat.  But  if  your  land  was  not  in  good  heart  to 
start  with,  you  would  not  get  the  large  crop  of  clover;  and  if  you 
depend  on  the  clover-roots  alone,  the  time  is  not  far  distant  when 
your  large  crops  of  clover  will  be  things  of  the  past. 

AMOUNT    OF    ROOTS    LEFT    IN    THE    SOIL    BY    DIFFERENT 

CROPS. 
We  have  seen  that  Dr.  Vcelcker  made  four    separate  deter- 
minations of  the  amount  of  clover-roots  left  in  the  soil  to  the 
depth  of  six  inches.  It  may  be  well  to  tabulate  the  figures  obtained : 

CLOVER-BOOTS,   IN  SIX  INCHES  OF  SOIL,  PER  ACRE. 


Nitro- 


Phos- 
roots,     ?1„^„     acid  in 


per 
acre. 


roots, 
per 
acre. 


roots, 
per 
acre. 


No.  1. 
"    2. 


i\. 


lBad 


^l 


^  J  Good  Clover  from  bottom  of  the  field 

'^iThiu        "         "     brow  "       bill.... 

Heavy  crop  of  first-year  clover  mo\\n  twice 
for  "hay 

Heavy  crop  of  first-year  clover,  mown  once 
for  hay,  and  then  for  seed 

German  experiment,  lOi  inches  deep 


7705 
3930 


7569 
80  J4 


8921 


100 
31 


24i 

51i 
191i 


27 


It  is 


I  have  not  much  confidence  in  experiments  of  this  kind 
so  easy  to  make  a  little  mistake ;  and  when  you  take  only  a  square 
foot  of  land,  as  was  the  case  with  Nos.  5  and  6,  the  mistake  is  mul- 
tiplied by  43,560.     Still,  I  give  the  table  for  what  it  is  worth. 
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]S"os.  1  and  2  are  from  a  one-year-old  crop  of  clover.  The  field 
was  a  calcareous  clay  soil.  It  was  somewhat  hilly  ;  or,  perhaps, 
what  we  here,  in  Western  New  York,  should  call  "rolling  land." 
The  soil  on  the  brow  of  the  hill,  "  was  very  stony  at  a  depth  of 
four  inches,  so  that  it  could  oul}^  with  difficulty  be  excavated  to 
six  inches,  when  the  bare  limestone-rock  made  its  appearance." 

A  square  yard  was  selected  on  this  shallow  soil,  where  the  clover 
was  good  ;  and  the  roots,  air-dried,  weighed  at  the  rate  of  7,705  lbs. 
per  acre,  and  contained  100  lbs.  of  nitrogen.  A  fewj^ards  distance, 
on  the  same  soil,  where  the  clover  was  bad,  the  acre  of  roots  con- 
tained only  31  lbs.  of  nitrogen  per  acre. 

So  far,  so  good.  We  can  well  understand  this  result.  Chemistry 
has  little  to  do  with  it.  There  was  a  good  stand  of  clover  on  the 
one  plot,  and  a  poor  one  on  the  other.  And  the  conclusion  to  be 
drawn  from  it  is,  that  it  is  well  worth  our  while  to  try  to  secure  a 
good  catch  of  clover. 

"But,  suppose,"  said  the  Doctor,  "No.  2  had  happened  to  have 
been  pastured  by  sheep,  and  No.  1  allowed  to  go  to  seed,  what 
magio  there  would  have  been  in  the  above  figures  !  " 

Nos.  3  and  4  are  from  the  same  field,  the  second  year.  No.  4  is 
from  a  square  yard  of  thin  clover  on  the  brow  of  the  hill,  and 
No.  3,  from  the  richer,  deeper  land  towards  the  bottom  of  the  hill. 

There  is  very  little  diiTerence  between  thejn.  The  roots  of  thin 
clover  from  the  brow  of  the  hill,  contain  five  lbs.  more  nitrogen 
per  acre,  than  the  roots  on  the  deeper  soil. 

If  we  can  depend  on  the  figures,  we  may  conclude  that  on  our 
poor  stony  "knolls,"  the  clover  has  larger  and  longer  roots  than 
on  the  richer  parts  of  the  field.  We  know  that  roots  will  run 
long  distances  and  great  depths  in  searcli  of  food  and  water. 

Nos.  5  and  6  are  from  a  heavy  crop  of  one-year-old  clover.  No. 
5  was  mown  twice  for  hay,  producing,  in  the  two  cuttings,  ever 
four  tons  of  hay  per  acre.  No.  6  was  in  the  same  field,  the  only 
difference  being  that  the  clover,  instead  of  being  cut  the  second 
time  for  hay,  was  allowed  to  stand  a  few  weeks  longer  to  ripen  its 
seed.    You  will  see  that  the  latter  has  more  roots  than  the  former. 

There  are  24i  lbs.  of  nitrogen  per  acre  in  the  one  case,  and  51+ 
lbs.  in  the  other.  How  far  this  is  due  to  ditference  in  the  condition 
of  the  land,  or  to  the  difficulties  in  the  way  of  getting  out  all  the 
roots  from  tlie  square  yard,  is  a  matter  of  conjecture. 

Truth  to  tell,  I  have  very  little  confidence  in  any  of  these  figures. 
It  will  be  observed  that  I  have  put  at  tlie  bottom  of  the  table,  the 
result  of  an  examination  made  in  Germany.  In  this  case,  the  nitro- 
gen in  the  roots  of  an  acre  of  clover,  amounted  to  191+  lbs.  per 
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acre.  If  we  can  depend  on  the  figures,  we  must  conclude  that  there 
were  nearly  eight  times  as  much  clover-roots  per  acre  in  the  Ger- 
man field,  as  in  the  remarkably  heavy  crop  of  clover  in  the  English 
field  No.  5. 

"  Yes,"  said  the  Deacon,  "but  the  one  was  lOJ  inches  deep,  and 
the  other  only  six  inches  deep ;  and  besides,  the  German  experi- 
ment includes  the  '  stubble  '  with  the  roots." 

The  Deacon  is  right ;  and  it  will  be  well  to  give  the  complete 
table,  as  published  in  the  American  Agriculturist : 

TABLE  SHOWING  THE  AMOUNT  OF  ROOTS  AND  STUBBLE  LEFT  FEB  ACRE  ET  DIPPEH- 
ENT  CROPS,  AND  THE  AMOUNT  OF  INGREDIENTS  WHICH  THEY  CONTAIN  PER  ACRE. 


Lucern  (4  years  old) 

Ee(i-Clover(l  year  old) ,. 
Esparsette  (  3  years  old) 

Rye 

Swedish  Clover 

Rape 

Oats 

Lupine 

Wheat 

Peas 

Serradclla 

Buckwheat  

Barley 


CONTENTS  OF  THE  ASHES,  IN  POUNDS,  PER  ACR3. 


►5 

'i 

1 

1 

I'd 
Co 

Lucern 

197.7 

252.9 
13,3.8 
73.2 
13G.1 
1G3.9 
85.5 
80.5 
7(i.7 
71.7 
79.8 
80. 
42.2 

24.2 
48.4 
28.7 
14.3 
17.6 
12.9 
11.2 
11.2 
10.1 
11. 
13.4 
7.2 
5.5 

36.7 

58.3 

42.6 

31.2 

25.9 

.34.7 

24.8 

lfi.5 

28.4 

11.2 

8.8 

8.8 

9.5 

26,4 
20.0 
13.8 
43.3 

5.7 
20.9 
18. 

3.5 
11. 

48 
4.2 
3.5 

18.7 
26.1 
20.6 
11.8 
13.2 
30.8 
8.8 

7!4 

9.4 

9. 

6.6 

5.5 

38.5 

Red-Clover 

74.8 

Esparsette 

29.7 

Rye 

24.4 

Swedish  Clover 

24.2 

31.9 

Oats 

29. 

13.8 

Wheat 

11.8 

Peas 

14.3 

S(Tradella 

18.4 

Buckwheat 

11. 

Barley 

11.2 

It  may  be  presumed,  that,  while  these  figures  are  not  absolutely, 
they  are  relatively,  correct.  In  other  words,  we  may  conclude, 
that  red-clover  leaves  more  nitrogen,  phosphoric  acid,  and  potash, 
in  the  roots  and  stubble  per  acre,  than  any  other  of  the  crops  named. 
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The  gross  amount  of  dry  substance  in  the  roots,  and  the  gross 
amount  of  ash  per  acre,  are  considerably  exaggerated,  owing  to  the 
evidently  large  quantity  of  dirt  attached  to  the  roots  and  stubble. 
For  instance,  the  gross  amount  of  ash  in  Lucern  is  given  as  1,201.6 
lbs.  per  acre;  while  the  total  amount  of  lime,  magnesia,  potash, 
soda,  sulpliuric  and  phosphoric  acids,  is  only  342.2  lbs.  per  acre, 
leaving  8.j9.4  lbs.  as  sand,  clay,  h-on,  etc.  Of  the  1,919.9  lbs.  of  ash 
in  the  acre  of  clover- roots  and  stubble,  there  are  1,429.4  lbs.  of 
sand,  clay,  etc.  But  even  after  deducting  this  amount  of  impuri- 
ties from  a  gross  total  of  dry  matter  per  acre,  we  still  have  7,492.2 
lbs.  of  dry  roots  and  stubble  per  acre,  or  nearly  3^  tons  of  dry  roots 
per  acre.  This  is  a  very  large  quantity.  It  is  as  much  dry  matter 
as  is  contained  in  13  tons  of  ordinary'  farm-j-ard,  or  stable-manure. 
And  these  Z\  tons  of  dry  clover-roots  contain  19H  lbs.  of  nitrogen, 
which  is  as  much  as  is  contained  in  19  tons  of  ordinaiy  stable-ma- 
nure. The  clover- roots  also  contain  74|  lbs.  of  phosphoric  acid  per 
acre,  or  as  much  as  is  contained  in  from  500  to  600  lbs.  of  No.  1 
rectified  Peruvian  guano. 

"  But  the  phosphoric  acid,"  said  the  Doctor,  "  is  not  soluble  in 
the  roots."  True,  but  it  was  soluble  when  the  roots  gathered  it 
up  out  of  the  soil. 

"  These  figui'es,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  have  a  very  pleasant  look. 
Those  of  us  who  have  nearly  one-quarter  of  our  land  in  clover 
every  year,  ought  to  be  making  our  farms  very  rich." 

"  It  would  seem,  at  any  rate,"  said  I,  "  that  those  of  us  who  have 
good,  clean,  well-drained,  and  well-worked  land,  that  is  now  pro- 
ducing a  good  growtji  of  clover,  may  reasonably  expect  a  fair  crop 
of  wheat,  barley,  oats,  corn,  or  potatoes,  when  we  break  it  up  and 
plow  under  all  the  roots,  which  are  equal  to  13  or  19  tons  of  stable- 
manure  per  acre.  Whether  we  can  or  can  not  depend  on  these 
figures,  one  thing  is  clearly  proven,  both  by  the  chemist  and  the 
farmer,  that  a  good  clover-sod,  on  well-worked  soil,  is  a  good  pre- 
paration for  corn  and  potatoes." 

MANURES    FOR   WHEAT. 

Probably  nine-tenths  of  all  the  wheat  grown  in  Western  New 
York,  or  the  "  Genesee  country,"  from  the  time  the  land  was  first 
cleared  until  1870,  was  raised  without  any  manure  being  directly  ap- 
plied to  the  land  for  this  crop.  Tillage  and  clover  were  what  the 
farmers  depended  on.  Tlierc  ccrtainlj'  has  been  no  systematic  ma- 
nuring. The  manure  made  during  the  winter,  was  drawn  out  in  the 
spring,  and  plowed  under  for  corn.  Any  manure  made  during  the 
summer,  in  the  yards,  was,  by  the  best  farmers,  scraped  up  and 
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spread  on  portions  of  the  land  sown,  or  to  be  sown,  with  wheat. 
Even  so  good  a  farmer  and  wheat-grower  as  John  Johnston, 
rarely  used  manure,  (except  lime,  and  latterly,  a  little  guano), 
directly  for  wheat.  Clover  and  summer-fallowing  were  for  many 
years  the  dependence  of  the  "Western  New  York  wheat-growers. 

"  One  of  the  oldest  and  most  experienced  millers  of  Western  New 
Yorii,"  remarked  the  Doctor,  "  once  told  me  that '  ever  since  our 
farmers  began  to  manure  their  land,  the  wheat-crop  had  deterio- 
rated, not  only  in  the  yield  per  acre,  but  in  the  quality  and  quantity 
of  the  flour  obtained  trom  it.'  It  seemed  a  strange  remark  to  make ; 
but  when  he  explained  that  the  farmers  had  given  up  summer- 
fallowing  and  plowing  in  clover,  and  now  sow  spring  crops,  to 
be  followed  by  winter  wheat  with  an  occasional  dressing  of  poor 
manure,  it  is  easy  to  see  how  it  may  be  true." 

"Yes,"  said  I,  "it  is  not  the  manure  that  hurts  the  wheat,  but 
the  growth  of  spring  crops  and  weeds  that  rob  the  soil  of  tar  more 
plant-food  than  the  poor,  strawy  manure  can  supply.  We  do  not 
now,  really,  furnish  the  wheat-crop  as  much  manure  or  plant-food 
as  we  formerly  did  when  little  or  no  manure  was  used,  and  when 
we  depended  on  summer-fallowing  and  plowing  in  clover." 

We  must  either  give  up  the  practice  of  sowing  a  spring  crop, 
bsfore  wheat,  or  we  must  make  more  and  richer  manure,  or  we  must 
plow  in  more  clover.  The  rotation,  which  many  of  us  now  adopt 
— corn,  barley,  wheat — is  profitable,  provided  we  can  make  our 
land  rich  enough  to  produce  75  bushels  of  shelled  corn,  50  Dushels 
of  barley,  and  35  bushels  of  wheat,  per  acre,  in  three  yeavs. 

This  can  be  done,  but  we  shall  either  require  a  number  of  acres 
of  rich  low  land,  or  irrigated  meadow,  the  produce  of  which  will 
make  manure  for  the  upland,  or  we  shall  have  to  purchase  oil- 
cake, bran,  malt-combs,  or  refuse  beans,  to  feed  out  with  our  straw 
and  clover-hay,  or  we  must  purchase  artificial  manures.  Unless 
this  is  done,  we  must  summer-fallow  more,  on  the  heavier  clay 
soils,  sow  less  oats  and  barley ;  or  we  must,  on  the  lighter  soils, 
raise  and  plow  under  more  clover,  or  feed  it  out  on  the  farm,  being 
careful  to  save  and  apply  the  manure. 

"  Better  do  both,"  said  the  Doctor." 

"  How  ? "  asked  the  Deacon. 

"  You  had  better  make  all  the  manure  you  can,"  continued  the 
Doctor,  "  and  buy  artificial  manures  besides." 

"  The  Doctor  is  right,"  said  I,  "  and  in  point  of  fact,  our  best 
farmers  are  doing  this  very  thing.  They  are  making  more  manure 
and  buying  more  manure  than  ever  before ;  or,  to  state  the  matter 
correctly,  they  are  buying  artificial  manures ;  and  these  increase  the 
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crops,  and.  the  extra  quantity  of  straw,  corn,  and  clover,  so  ob- 
tained, enables  them  to  make  more  manure.  They  get  cheated 
sometimes  in  their  purchases ;  but,  on  the  whole,  the  movement  is  a 
good  one,  and  will  result  in  a  higher  and.  better  sj'stem  of  farming." 

I  am  amused  at  the  interest  and  enthusiasm  manifested  by  some 
of  our  farmers  who  have  used  artificial  manures  for  a  year  or  two. 
They  seem  to  regard  me  as  a  sad  old  fogy,  because  I  am  now  de- 
pending almost  entirely  on  the  manures  made  on  the  farm.  Years 
ago,  I  was  laughed  at  because  I  used  guano  and  superphosphate.  It 
was  only  yesterday,  that  a  young  farmer,  who  is  the  local  agent  of 
this  neighborhood,  for  a  manure  manufacturer,  remarked  to  me, 
"  You  have  never  used  superphosphate.  We  sowed  it  on  our  wheat 
last  year,  and  could  see  to  the  very  drill  mark  how  far  it  went.  I 
would  like  to  take  your  order  for  a  ton.     I  am  sure  it  would  pay." 

"  We  are  making  manure  cheaper  than  you  can  sell  it  to  me,  "  I 
replied,  "  and  besides,  I  do  not  think  superphosphate  is  a  good 
manure  for  wheat."  — "  Oh,"  he  exclaimed, "  you  would  not  say  so 
if  you  had  ever  used  it." — "  Why,  my  dear  sir,"  said  I,  "  I  made 
tons  of  superphosphate,  and  used  large  quantities  of  guano  before 
you  were  born ;  and  if  you  will  come  into  the  house,  I  will  show 
you  a  silver  goblet  I  got  for  a  prize  essay  on  the  use  of  superphos- 
phate of  lime,  that  I  wrote  more  than  a  quarter  of  a  century  ago.  I 
sent  to  New  York  for  two  tons  of  guano,  and  published  the  result 
of  its  use  on  this  farm,  before  you  were  out  of  your  cradle.  And  I 
had  a  ton  or  more  of  superphosphate  made  for  me  in  1856,  and  some 
before  that.  I  have  also  used  on  this  farm,  many  tons  of  superphos- 
phate and  other  artificial  manures  from  different  manufacturers, 
and  one  year  I  used  15  tons  of  bone-dust." 

With  ready  tact,  he  turned  the  tables  on  me  hj  saying :  "  Now  I 
can  understand  wliy  your  land  is  improving.  It  is  because  you 
have  used  superphosphate  and  bone-dust.     Order  a  few  tons." 

By  employing  agents  of  this  kind,  the  manufacturers  have  suc- 
ceeded in  selling  the  farmers  of  Western  New  York  thousands  of 
tons  of  superphosphate.  Some  farmers  think  it  pays,  and  some 
that  it  does  not.  We  are  more  likely  to  hear  of  the  successes  than 
of  failures.  Still  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  superphosphate 
has,  in  many  instances,  proved  a  valuable  and  profitable  manui'o 
for  wlicat  in  Western  New  York. 

From  200  to  300  lbs.  are  used  per  acre,  and  the  evidence  seems 
to  show  that  it  is  far  better  to  di-ill  in  the  manure  with  the  seed  than 
to  sow  it  broadcast. 


My  own  opinion  is,  that  these  superpliosphatcs  arc  not  the  most 
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economical  artificial  manures  that  could  be  used  for  wheat.  They 
contain  too  little  nitrogen.  Peruvian  guano  containing  nitrogen 
equal  to  10  per  cent  of  ammonia,  would  be,  I  think,  a  much  more 
effective  and  profitable  manure.  But  before  we  discuss  this  ques- 
tion, it  will  be  necessary  to  study  the  results  of  actual  experiments 
in  the  use  of  various  fertilizers  for  wheat. 


CHAPTER      XXVII. 
LAWE3  AND   GILBERT'S  EXPERIMENTS   ON  T7HEAT. 

I  hardly  know  how  to  commence  an  account  of  the  wonderful 
experiments  made  at  Rothamsted,  England,  by  John  Bennett 
Lawes,  Esq.,  and  Dr.  Joseph  H.  Gilbert.  Mr.  Lawes'  first  sj^stc- 
matic  experiment  on  wheat,  commenced  in  the  autumn  of  1843. 
A  field  of  14  acres  of  rather  heavy  clay  soil,  resting  on  chalk,  was 
selected  for  the  purpose.  Nineteen  plots  were  accurately  measured 
and  staked  off.  The  plots  ran  the  long  way  of  the  field,  and  up  a 
slight  ascent.  On  each  side  of  the  field,  alongside  the  plots,  there 
was  some  land  not  included,  the  first  year,  in  the  experiment  proper. 
This  land  was  either  left  without  manure,  or  a  mixture  of  the 
manures  used  in  the  experiments  was  sown  on  it. 

I  have  heard  it  said  that  Mr.  Lawes,  at  this  time,  was  a  believer 
in  what  was  called  "Liebig's  Mineral  Manure  Theory."  Licbig 
had  said  that  "  The  crops  on  a  field,  diminish  or  increase  in  exact 
proportion  to  the  diminution  or  increase  of  the  mineral  substances 
conveyed  to  it  in  manure."  And  enthusiastic  gentlemen  have  been 
known  to  tell  farmers  who  were  engaged  in  drawing  out  farm-j^ard 
manure  to  their  land,  that  they  were  wasting  their  strength ;  all 
they  needed  was  the  mineral  elements  of  the  manure.  "  And 
you  might,"  they  said,  "  burn  your  manure,  and  sow  the  ashes,  and 
thus  save  much  time  and  labor.  The  ashes  will  do  just  as  much 
good  as  the  manure  itself." 

Whether  Mr.  Lawes  did,  or  did  not  entertain  such  an  opinion,  I 
do  not  know.  It  looks  as  though  the  experiments  ibi  first  year  or 
two,  were  made  with  the  expectation  that  mineral  ff.anures,  or  the 
ashes  of  plants,  were  what  the  wheat  needed. 

The  following  table  gives  the  kind  and  quantities  of  manures 
used  per  acre,  and  the  yield  of  wheat  per  acre,  as  carefully  cleaned 
for  market.  Also  the  total  weight  of  grain  per  acre,  and  the 
weight  of  straw  and  chaff  per  acre. 
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These  were  the  results  of  the  harvest  of  1844.  The  first  year  oi 
these  since  celebrated  experiments. 

If  Mr.  Lawes  expected  that  the  crops  would  be  in  proportion  to 
the  minerals  supplied  in  the  manure,  he  must  have  been  greatly 
disappointed.  The  plot  without  manure  of  any  kind,  gave  15 
bushels  of  wheat  per  acre ;  700  lbs.  of  superphosphate  of  lime, 
made  from  burnt  bones,  produced  only  33  lbs.  or  about  half  a 
bushel  more  grain  per  acre,  and  4  lbs.  less  straw  than  was  obtained 
without  manure.  640  lbs.  of  superphosphate,  and  65  lbs.  of  com- 
mercial sulphate  of  ammonia  (equal  to  about  14  lbs.  of  ammonia), 
gave  a  little  over  19i-  bushels  of  dressed  wheat  per  acre.  As  com- 
pared with  the  plot  having  700  lbs.  of  superphosphate  per  acre,  this 
14  lbs.  of  available  ammonia  per  acre,  or,  say  11|  lbs.  nitrogen, 
gave  an  increase  of  324  lbs.  of  grain,  and  252  lbs.  of  straw,  or  a 
total  increase  of  57G  lbs.  of  grain  and  straw. 

On  plot  No.  19,  81  lbs.  of  sulphate  ammonia,  with  minerals,  pro- 
duces 24J  bushels  per  acre.  This  yield  is  clearly  due  to  the  am- 
monia. 

The  rape-cake  contains  about  5  per  cent  of  nitrogen,  and  is  also 
rich  in  minerals  and  cjrhonaceous  matter.  It  gives  an  increase,  but 
not  as  large  in  proportion  to  the  nitrogen  furnished,  as  the  sul- 
phate of  ammonia.  And  the  same  remarks  apply  to  the  14  tons 
of  farm-yard  manure. 

We  should  have  expected  a  greater  increase  from  such  a  liberal 
dressing  of  barn-yard  manure.     I  think  the  explanation  is  this: 

transparent  glass,  slightly  deliquescent  in  the  air,  which  was  ground  to  a  pow- 
der under  edge-stones. 

3  The  manures  termed  superphosphate  of  lime,  phosphate  of  potass,  phosphate 
of  soda,  and  phosphate  of  magnesia,  were  made  by  acting  upon  bone-ash  by 
means  of  sulphuric  acid  in  the  first  instance,  and  in  the  case<  of  the  alkali  salts 
and  the  magnosian  one  neutralizing  the  compound  thus  obtained  by  means  of 
cheap  preparations  of  the  respective  bases.  For  the  superphosphate  of  lime, 
the  proportions  were  5  parts  bone-ash,  3  parts  water,  and  3  parts  sulphuric  acid 
of  sp.  gr.  1.84;  and  for  the  phosphates  of  potass,  soda,  and  magnesia,  they 
were  4  parts  bone-ash,  water  as  needed,  3  parts  sulphuric  acid  of  sp.  gr.  1.S4,  and 
equivalent  amounts,  respectively,  of  pearl-ash,  soda-ash,  or  a  mixture  of  1 
part  medicinal  carbonate  of  magnesia,  and  4  parts  magnesian  limestone.  The 
mixtures,  of  course,  all  lost  weight  considerably  by  the  evolution  of  water  and 
carbonic  acid. 

•»  Made  with  unburnt  bones. 

s  In  this  first  season,  neither  the  weight  nor  the  measure  of  the  offal  corn  was 
recorded  separately  ;  and  in  former  papers,  the  bushels  and  pecks  of  total  corn 
(including  offal)  have  erroneously  been  given  as  dressed  corn.  To  bring  the 
records  more  in  conformity  with  those  relating  to  the  other  years.  5  per  cent, 
by  weight,  has  been  deducted  from  the  total  corn  previously  stated  as  dressed 
corn,  and  is  recorded  as  offal  corn  ;  this  being  about  the  probable  proportion, 
judging  from  the  character  of  the  season,  the  bulk  of  the  crop,  and  the  weight 
per  bushel  of  the  dressed  corn.  Although  not  strictly  correct,  the  statements  of 
dressed  corn,  as  amended  in  this  somewhat  arbitrary  way,  will  approximate 
more  nearly  to  the  truth,  and  be  more  comparable  with  those  relating  to  other 
seasons,  than  those  hitherto  recorded. 
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The  manure  had  not  been  piled.  It  was  probably  taken  out 
fresh  from  the  yard  (this,  at  any  rate,  was  the  case  when  I  was  at 
Rothamsted),  and  plowed  under  late  in  the  season.  And  on  this 
heavy  land,  manure  will  lie  buried  in  the  soil  for  months,  or,  if  un- 
disturbed, for  years,  without  decomposition.  In  other  words,  while 
this  14  tons  of  barn-yard  manure,  contained  at  least  150  lbs.  of 
nitrogen,  and  a  large  quantity  of  minerals  and  carbonaceous 
matter,  it  did  not  produce  a  bushel  per  acre  more  than  a  manure 
containing  less  than  12  lbs.  of  nitrogen.  And  on  plot  19,  a  manure 
containing  less  than  15  lbs.  of  available  nitrogen,  produced  nearly 
4  bushels  per  acre  more  wheat  than  the  barn-yard  manure  contain- 
ing at  least  ten  times  as  much  nitrogen. 

There  can  be  but  one  explanation  of  this  fact.  The  nitrogen  in 
the  manure  lay  dormant  in  this  heavy  soil.  Had  it  been  a  light 
sandy  soil,  it  would  have  decomposed  more  rapidly  and  produced 
a  better  effect. 

As  we  have  before  stated,  John  Johnston  finds,  on  his  claj^-land, 
a  far  greater  effect  from  manure  spread  on  the  surface,  where  it 
decomposes  rapidly,  than  when  the  manure  is  plowed  under. 

The  Deacon  was  looking  at  the  figures  in  the  table,  and  not  pay- 
ing much  attention  to  our  talk.  "  What  could  a  man  be  thinking 
about,"  he  said,  "  to  burn  14  tons  of  good  manure  !  It  was  a  great 
waste,  and  I  am  glad  the  ashes  did  no  sort  of  good." 

After  the  wheat  was  harvested  in  1844,  the  land  was  immedi- 
ately plowed,  harrowed,  etc.  ;  and  in  a  few  weeks  was  plowed 
again  and  sown  to  wheat,  the  diff'erent  plots  being  kept  separate, 
as  before. 

The  following  table  shows  the  manures  used  this  second  3'ear, 
and  the  yield  per  acre : 
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The  season  of  1845  was  more  favorable  for  wheat,  than  that  of 
1844,  and  the  croijs  on  all  the  plots  were  better.  On  plot  No.  3, 
which  had  no  manure  last  year,  or  this,  the  yield  is  33  bushels  per 
acre,  against  15  bushels  last  year. 

Last  j'ear,  the  14  tons  of  barn-yard  manure  gave  an  increase  of 
only  5J-  bushels  per  acre.  This  year  it  gives  an  increase  of  nearly 
9  bushels  per  acre. 

"  Do  you  mean,"  said  the  Deacon,  "that  this  plot,  No.  2,  had 
14  tons  of  manure  in  1844,  and  14  tons  of  manure  again  in  1845  ?" 

"  Precisely  that.  Deacon,"  said  I,  "  and  this  same  plot  has  receiv- 
ed this  amount  of  manure  every  year  since,  up  to  the  present  time 
— for  these  same  experiments  are  still  continued  from  year  to  year 
at  Rothamsted." 

"  It  is  poor  farming,"  said  the  Deacon,  "and  I  should  think  the 
land  would  get  too  rich  to  grow  wheat." 

"It  is  not  so,"  said  I,  "and  the  fact  is  an  interesting  one,  and 
teaches  a  most  important  lesson,  of  which,  more  hereafter." 

Plot  5,  last  year,  received  700  lbs.  of  superphosphate  per  acre. 
This  year,  this  plot  was  divided ;  one  half  was  left  without  ma- 
nure, and  the  other  dressed  with  252  lbs.  of  pure  carbonate  of 
ammonia  per  acre.  The  half  without  manure,  (5rt),  did  not  pro- 
duce quite  as  much  grain  and  straw  as  the  plot  which  had  received 
no  manure  for  two  years  in  succession.  But  the  wheat  was  of 
better  quality,  weighing  1  lb.  more  per  bushel  than  the  other. 
Still  it  is  suflBciently  evident  that  superphosphate  of  lime  did  no 
good  so  far  as  increasing  the  growth  was  concerned,  cither  the  lirst 
year  it  was  applied,  or  the  year  following. 

The  carbonate  of  ammonia  was  dissolved  in  water  and  sprinkled 
over  the  growing  wheat  at  three  diflPerent  times  during  the  spring. 
You  sec  this  manure,  Avhich  contains  no  mineral  matter  at  all,  gives 
an  increase  of  nearly  4  bushels  of  grain  per  acre,  and  an  increase 
of  887  lbs.  of  straw. 

"  Wait  a  moment,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  is  not  887  lbs.  of  straw  to 

^  The  manures  termed  superphosphate  of  lime  and  phosphate  of  potass,  were 
made  by  acting  upon  bone-ash  by  means  of  snlphuiic  acid,  and  in  the  ca^e  of 
the  potass  salt  neutralizing  the  compound  thus  obtained,  by  means  of  pearl-ash. 
For  tlie  ."uperphoshato  of  lime,  the  proportions  were,  5  parts  bone-ash.  3  parts 
water,  and  :^  parts  sul|)huric  acid  of  sp,  pr.  1.8 1 :  and  for  the  phosphate  of  ])otass. 
4  parts  bone  ash,  water  as  needed.  .3  parts  sulphuric  acid  of  sp.  gr.  1.84;  and  an 
equivalent  amount  of  pearlash.  The  mixtures. 'of  course,  lost  weight  considei- 
ably  by  the  evolution  of  water  and  carbonic  acid. 

'  The  medicinal  carbonate  of  ammonia;  it  was  dissolved  in  water  ard  top- 
dressed. 

■'  Plot  5,  was  2  lands  wide  (in  after  years,  respectively,  5a  and  .56)  :  5'  ccn-ist- 
ing  of  2  alternate  on<'fourlh  lengths'across  both  lands,  and  .5-  of  the  2  remain- 
ing one-fourth  leuLrths. 

*  Top-dressed  at  once.    *  Top-dressed  at  4  intervals.    "<  Peruvian.    *•  Ichaboc. 
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4  bushels  of  grain  an  unusually  large  proportion  of  straw  to  grain  ? 
I  have  heard  you  say  that  100  lbs.  of  straw  to  each  bushel  of 
wheat  is  about  the  average.  And  according  to  this  experiment, 
the  carbonate  of  ammonia  produced  over  200  lbs.  of  straw  to  a 
bushel  of  grain.    How  do  j'ou  account  for  this." 

"  It  is  a  general  rule,"  said  1,  "that  the  heavier  the  crop,  the 
greater  is  the  proportion  of  straw  to  grain.  On  the  no-manure 
plot,  we  have,  this  year,  118  lbs.  of  straw  to  a  bushel  of  dressed 
grain.  Talking  this  as  the  standard,  you  will  find  that  the  increase 
from  manures  is  proportionally  greater  in  straw  than  in  grain. 
Thus  in  the  increase  of  barn-yard  manure,  this  year,  we  have 
about  133  lbs.  of  straw  to  a  bushel  of  grain.  I  do  not  believe  there 
is  any  manure  that  will  give  us  a  large  crop  of  grain  without  a 
still  larger  crop  of  straw.  There  is  considerable  difference,  in  this 
respect,  between  different  varieties  of  wheat.  Still,  I  like  to  see  a 
good  growth  of  straw." 


"  It  is  curious,"  said  the  Doctor^  "  that  3  cwt.  of  ammonia-salts 
alone  on  plots  9  and  10  should  produce  as  much  wheat  as  was 
obtained  from  plot  2,  where  14  tons  of  barn-yard  manure  had  been 
applied  two  years  in  succession.  I  notice  that  on  one  plot,  the 
ammonia-salts  were  applied  at  once,  in  the  spring,  while  on  the 
other  plot  they  were  sown  at  four  different  times — and  that  the 
former  gave  the  best  results." 

The  only  conclusion  to  be  drawn  from  this,  is,  that  it  is  desirable 
to  apply  the  manure  early  in  the  spring — or  better  still,  in  the 
autumn. 

"  You  are  a  great  advocate  of  Peruvian  guano,"  said  the  Deacon, 
"and  yet  3  cwt  of  Peruvian  guano  on  Plot  13,  only  produced  an 
increase  of  two  bushels  and  643  lbs.  of  straw  per  acre.  The  guano 
at  $60  per  ton,  would  cost  $9.00  per  acre.     This  will  not  pa}'." 

This  is  an  unusually  small  increase.  The  reason,  probabl}',  is  to 
be  found  in  the  fact  that  the  nianure  and  seed  were  not  sown  until 
March,  instead  of  in  the  autumn.  The  salts  of  ammonia  are  quite 
soluble  and  act  quickly  ;  while  the  Peruvian  guano  has  to  decom- 
pose in  the  soil,  and  consequently  needs  to  be  applied  earlier, 
especially  on  clay  land. 

"  I  do  not  want  you,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  to  dodge  the  question 
why  an  application  of  14  tons  of  farmyard-manure  per  acre,  every 
3'car  for  over  thirty  years,  does  not  make  the  land  too  rich  for 
wheat." 

"  Possibly,"  said  I,  "  on  light,  sandy  soil,  such  an  annual  dressing 
of  manure  would  in  the  course  of  a  few  years  make  the  land  too 
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rich  for  wheat.  But  on  a  clayey  soil,  such  is  evidently  not  the  case. 
And  tiie  fact  is  a  very  important  one.  When  we  apply  manure, 
our  object  should  be  to  make  it  as  available  as  possible.  Nature 
preserves  or  conserves  the  food  of  plants.  The  object  of  agricul- 
ture is  to  use  the  food  of  plants  for  our  own  advantage. 

"Please  be  a  little  more  definite,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  for  I  must 
confess  I  do  not  quite  see  the  significance  of  your  remarks." 

"  What  he  means,"  said  the  Doctor,  "  is  this :  If  you  put  a  quan- 
tity of  soluble  and  available  manure  on  land,  and  do  not  sow  any 
crop,  the  manure  will  not  be  wasted.  The  soil  will  retain  it.  It 
will  change  it  from  a  soluble  into  a  comparatively  insoluble  form. 
Had  a  crop  been  sown  the  first  year,  the  manure  would  do  far  more 
good  than  it  will  the  next  year,  and  yet  it  may  be  that  none  of  the 
manure  is  lost.  It  is  merely  locked  up  in  the  soil  in  such  a  form 
as  will  prevent  it  from  running  to  waste.  If  it  was  not  for  this 
principle,  our  lauds  would  have  been  long  ago  exhausted  of  all 
their  available  plant-food." 

"  I  think  I  understand,"  said  the  Deacon ;  "  but  if  what  you  say 
is  true,  it  upsets  many  of  our  old  notions.  We  have  thought  it  de- 
sirable to  plow  under  manure,  in  order  to  prevent  the  ammonia 
from  escaping.  You  claim,  I  believe,  that  there  is  little  danger  of 
any  loss  from  spreading  manure  on  the  surface,  and  I  suppose  you 
would  have  us  conclude  that  we  make  a  mistake  in  plowing  it 
under,  as  the  soil  renders  it  insoluble." 

"  It  depends  a  good  deal,"  said  I,  "  on  the  character  of  the  soil. 
A  light,  sandy  soil  will  not  preserve  manure  like  a  clay  soil.  But 
it  is  undoubtedly  true  that  our  aim  in  all  cases  should  be  to  apply 
manure  in  such  a  form  and  to  such  a  crop  as  will  give  us  the  great- 
est immediate  benefit.  Plowing  under  fresh  manure  every  year  for 
wheat  is  evidently  not  the  best  way  to  get  the  greatest  benefit  from 
it.  But  this  is  not  the  place  to  discuss  this  matter.  Let  us  look 
at  the  result  of  Mr,  Lawes'  experiments  on  wheat  the  third  year :  " 
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Experiments  at  Uothamsted  on  the  Growth  op 

TABLE     III.— MANUBES      AND     PEODUCE ;     3RD     SEASON,     1845-6. 
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Wheat,  Year  afteh  Year,  on  the  same  Land. 
manures    and   seed  (old    red    lammas),  sown  autumn,  1845. 
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This  year,  the  seed  and  manures  were  sown  in  the  autumn.  And 
I  want  the  Deacon  to  look  at  plot  0.  3  cwt.  of  Peruvian  guano 
here  gives  an  increase  of  10^  bushels  of  wheat,  and  1,048  lbs.  of 
straw  per  acre.  This  will  pay  well^  even  on  the  wheat  alone.  But 
in  addition  to  this,  we  may  expect,  in  our  ordinary  rotation  of 
crops,  a  far  better  crop  of  clover  where  the  guano  was  used. 

In  regard  to  some  of  the  results  this  j^ear,  Messrs.  Lawes  and 
Gilbert  have  the  following  concise  and  interesting  remarks : 

"At  this  third  experimental  harvest,  we  have  on  the  continu- 
ously unmanured  plot,  namely.  No.  3,  not  quite  18  bushels  of 
dressed  corn,  as  the  normal  produce  of  the  season ;  and  by  its  side 
we  have  on  plot  105 — comprising  one-half  of  the  plot  10  of  the 
previous  years,  and  so  highly  manured  by  ammoniacal  salts  in  1845, 
but  now  unmanured — rather  more  than  17^  bushels.  The  near 
approach,  again,  to  identity  of  result  from  the  two  unmanured 
plots,  at  once  gives  coniidence  in  the  accuracy  of  the  experiments, 
and  shows  us  how  effectually  the  preceding  crop  had,  in  a  praffti- 
cal  point  of  view,  reduced  the  plots,  previously  so  differently  cir- 
cumstanced both  as  to  manure  and  produce,  to  something  like  au 
uniform  standard  as  regards  their  grain-producing  qualities. 

"  Plot  2  has,  as  before,  14  tons  of  farm-yard  manure,  and  the 
produce  is  21\  bushels,  or  between  9  and  10  bushels  more  than 
without  manure  of  any  kind. 

"  On  plot  10a,  which  in  the  previous  year  gave  by  ammoniacal 
salts  alone,  a  produce  equal  to  that  of  the  farm-yard  manure,  we 
have  again  a  similar  result :  for  two  cwts.  of  sulphate  of  ammonia 
has  now  given  1,850  lbs.  of  total  corn,  instead  of  1,826  lbs.,  which 
is  the  produce  on  plot  2.  The  straw  of  the  latter,  is,  however, 
slightly  heavier  than  that  by  the  ammoniacal  salt. 

"  Again,  plot  Sas,  which  was  in  the  previous  season  unmanured, 
was  now  subdivided:  on  one-half  of  it  (namely,  5a')  we  have  the 
ashes  of  wheat-straw  alone,  by  which  there  is  an  increase  of  rather 
more  than  one  bushsl  per  acre  of  dressed  com;  on  the  other  half 
(or  5(f)  we  have,  besides  the  straw-ashes,  two  cwts.  of  sulphate  of 
ammonia  put  on  as  a  top-dressing :  two  cwts.  of  sulphate  of  am- 
monia have,  in  this  case,  only  increased  the  produce  beyond  that 
of  5a'  by  7-J  bushels  of  corn  and  768  lbs.  of  straw,  instead  of  by 
9Vi  bushels  of  corn  and  789  lbs.  of  straw,  which  was  the  increase 
obtained  by  the  same  amount  of  ammoniacal  salt  on  10a,  as  com- 
pared with  105. 

"  It  will  be  observed,  however,  that  in  the  former  case  the  am- 
moniacal salts  were  top-dressed,  but  in  the  latter  they  were  drilled 
at  the  time  of  sowing  the  seed ;  and  it  will  be  remembered  that  in 
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1845  the  result  was  better  as  to  corn  on  plot  9,  where  the  salts  were 
sown  earlier,  than  on  plot  10,  where  the  top-dressing  extended  far 
into  the  spring.  We  have  had  several  direct  instances  of  this  kind  in 
our  experience,  and  we  would  give  it  as  a  suggestion,  in  most  cases 
applicable,  that  manures  for  wheat,  and  especially  ammoniacal 
ones,  should  be  applied  before  or  at  the  time  the  seed  is  sown  ; 
for,  although  the  apparent  luxuriance  of  the  crop  is  greater,  and 
the  produce  of  straw  really  heavier,  by  spring  rather  than  autumn 
sowings  of  Peruvian  guano  and  other  ammoniacal  manures,  yet  we 
believe  that  that  of  the  corn  will  not  be  increased  in  an  equivalent 
degree.  Indeed,  the  success  of  the  crop  undoubtedly  depends  very 
materially  on  the  progress  of  the  underground  growth  during  the 
winter  months;  and  this  again,  other  things  being  equal,  upon  the 
quantity  of  available  nitrogenous  constituents  within  the  soil,  with- 
out a  liberal  provision  of  which,  the  range  of  the  fibrous  feeders 
of  the  plant  will  not  be  such,  as  to  take  up  the  minerals  which  the 
soil  is  competent  to  supply,  and  in  such  quantity  as  will  be  required 
during  the  after  progress  of  the  plant  for  its  healthy  and  favorable 
growth." 

These  remarks  are  very  suggestive  ahd  deserve  special  attention. 

"  The  next  result  to  be  noticed,"  continue  Messrs.  Lawes  and 
Gilbert,  "is  that  obtained  on  plot  6,  now  also  divided  into  two 
equal  portions  designated  respectively  Ga  and  Qb.  Plot  No.  6  had 
for  the  crop  of  1844,  superphosphate  of  lime  and  the  phosphate  of 
magnesia  manure,  and  for  that  of  1845,  superphosphate  of  lime, 
rape-cake,  and  ammoniacal  salts.  For  this,  the  third  season,  it 
was  devoted  to  the  trial  of  the  wheat-manure  manufactured  under 
the  sanction  of  Professor  Liebig,  and  patented  in  this  country. 

"  Upon  plots  6/,  four  cwts.  per  acre  of  the  patent  wheat-manure 
were  used,  which  gave  20^  bushels,  or  rather  more  than  two 
bushels  beyond  the  produce  of  the  unmanurcd  plot ;  but  as  the 
manure  contained,  besides  the  minerals  peculiar  to  it,  some  nitro- 
genous compounds,  giving  oft  a  very  perceptible  odor  of  ammonia, 
some,  at  least,  of  the  increase  would  be  due  to  that  substance.  On 
plot  65,  however,  the  further  addition  of  one  cwt.  each  of  sulphate 
and  muriate  of  ammonia  to  this  so-called  'Mineral  Manure,'  gives 
a  produce  of  29J- bushels.  In  otLier  words,  the  addition  of  ammcni- 
acal  salt,  to  Liebig's  mineral  manure  has  increased  the  produce  by 
very  nearly  9  bushels  per  acre  beyond  that  of  the  mineral  manure 
alone,  whilst  the  increase  obtained  over  the  unmanurcd  plot,  by 
14  tons  of  farm-yard  manure,  was  only  9J  bushels  ! 

The  following  table  gives  the  rctiuUs  of  the  experiments  the 
fourth  year,  184G-7. 
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Here  again,  I  want  the  Deacon  to  look  at  plot  0,  -wLere  500  lbs. 
Peruvian  guano,  sown  in  October,  gives  an  increase  of  nearly  14 
bushels  of  dressed  wheat  and  1,375  lbs.  of  straw  per  acre.  On  plot 
2,  where  14  tons  of  barn-yard  manure  have  now  been  applied  four 
years  in  succession  (56  tons  in  all),  there  is  a  little  more  straw,  but 
not  quite  so  much  grain,  as  from  the  500  lbs.  of  guano. 

"  But  will  the  guano,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  be  as  lasting  as  the 
manure  ? " 

"  Not  for  wheat,"  said  I.  "  But  if  you  seed  the  wheat  down  with 
clover,  as  would  be  the  case  in  this  section,  we  should  get  consid- 
erable benefit,  probably,  froiu  the  guano.  If  wheat  was  sown  after 
the  wheat,  the  guano  applied  the  previous  season  would  do  little 
good  on  the  second  crop  of  wheat.  And  yet  it  is  a  matter  of  fact 
that  there  would  be  a  considerable  proportion  of  the  guano  left  in 
the  soil.  The  wheat  cannot  take  it  up.  But  the  clover  can.  And 
we  al!  know  that  if  we  can  grow  good  crops  of  clover,  plowing  it 
under,  or  feeding  it  out  on  the  land,  or  making  it  into  hay  and 
saving  the  manure  obtained  from  it,  we  shall  thus  be  enabled  to 
raise  good  crops  of  wheat,  barley,  oats,  potatoes,  and  corn,  and 
in  this  sense  guano  is  a  '  lasting '  manure." 

"  Barnyard-manure,"  said  the  Doctor,  "  is  altogether  too  '  last- 
ing.' Here  we  have  had  56  tons  of  manure  on  an  acre  of  land  in 
four  years,  and  yet  an  acre  dressed  with  500  lbs.  of  guano  produces 
just  as  good  a  crop.  The  manure  contains  far  more  plant-food,  of 
all  kinds,  than  the  guano,  but  it  is  so  '  lasting '  that  it  does  not  do 
half  as  much  good  as  its  composition  would  lead  us  to  expect.  Its 
' lasting '  properties  are  a  decided  objection,  rather  than  an  ad- 
vantage. If  we  could  make  it  less  lasting — in  other  words,  if  we 
could  make  it  act  quicker,  it  would  produce  a  greater  eflFect,  and 
possess  a  greater  value.  In  proportion  to  its  constituents,  the 
barn-yard  manure  is  far  cheaper  than  the  guano,  but  it  has  a 
less  beneficial  etfect,  because  these  constituents  are  not  more  com- 
pletely decomposed  and  rendered  available." 

"  That,"  said  I,  "  opens  up  a  very  important  question.  "We  have 
more  real  value  in  manure  than  most  of  us  are  as  yet  able  to  bring 
out  and  turn  to  good  account.  The  sandy-land  farmer  has  an  ad- 
vantage over  the  clay-laud  farmer  in  this  respect.  The  latter  has  a 
naturally  richer  soil,  but  it  costs  him  more  to  work  it,  and  manure 
docs  not  act  so  rapidly.  The  clay -land  farmer  should  use  his  best 
endeavors  to  decompose  his  manure." 

"  Yes,"  said  the  Doctor,  "  and,  like  John  Johnston,  he  will  prob- 
ably find  it  to  his  advantage  to  use  it  largely  as  a  top-dressing  on 
the  surface.    Exposing  manure  to  the  atmosphere,  spread  out  on 
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the  land  for  several  months,  and  harrowing  it  occasionally,  will 
do  much  to  render  its  constituents  available.  But  let  us  return  to 
Mr.  Lawes'  wonderful  experiments." 

"On  eight  plots,"  said  I,  "  SOO  lbs.  of  ammonia-salts  were  used 
without  any  other  manures,  and  the  average  yield  on  these  eight 
plots  was  nearly  26  bushels  per  acre,  or  an  average  increase  of  9 
bushels  per  acre.  The  same  amount  of  ammonia-salts,  with  the 
addition  of  superphosphate  of  lime,  gave  an  increase  of  13  bushels 
per  acre.  400  lbs.  ammonia-salts,  with  superphosphate  of  lime, 
gave  an  increass  of  nearly  16  bushels  per  acre,  or  three  bushels 
per  acre  more  than  where  14  tons  of  barn-yard  manure  had  been 
used  four  years  in  succession. 

"  I  hope,  after  this,  the  Deacon  will  forgive  me  for  dwelling  on 
the  value  of  available  nitrogen  or  ammonia  as  a  manure  for 
wheat." 

"  I  see,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  that  ground  rice  was  used  this  year 
for  manure ;  and  in  1845,  tapioca  was  also  used  as  a  manure.  The 
Connecticut  Tobacco  growers  a  few  years  since  used  corn-meal  for 
manure,  and  you  thought  it  a  great  waste  of  good  food." 

I  think  so  still.  But  we  will  not  discuss  the  matter  now.  Mr. 
Lawes  wanted  to  ascertain  whether  carbonaceous  matter  was  needed 
by  the  growing  wheat-plants,  or  whether  they  could  get  ail  they 
needed  from  the  soil  and  the  atmosphere.  The  enormous  quanti- 
,  ties  of  carbonaceous  matter  supplied  by  the  barn-j-ard  manure,  it 
is  quite  evident,  are  of  little  value  as  a  manure  for  wheat.  And 
the  rice  seems  to  have  done  very  little  more  good  than  we  should 
expect  from  the  23  lbs.  of  nitrogen  which  it  contained.  The  large 
quantity  of  carbonaceous  matter  evidently  did  little  good.  Avail- 
able carbonaceous  matter,  such  as  starch,  sugar,  and  oil,  was  in- 
tended as  food  for  man  and  beast — not  as  food  for  wheat  or 
tobacco. 

The  following  tabic  gives  the  results  of  the  experiments  the 
fifth  year,  1847-S. 
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This  season  was  considered  unfavorable  for  wheat.  The  con- 
tinuously unmanured  plot  produced  14i  bushels,  and  the  plot 
receiving  14  tons  of  barn  yard  manure,  35|  bushels  per  acre  nearly. 

300  lbs.  of  ammonia-salts  alone  on  plot  10a,  gave  19^  bushels 
per  acre,  while  the  same  quantity  of  ammonia,  with  superpios- 
phate  in  addition,  gave,  on  plot  9b,  25  bushels  per  acre. 

The  addition  to  the  above  manures  of  COO  lbs.  of  potash,  200  lbs. 
soda,  and  100  lbs.  sulphate  of  magnesia,  on  plot  10?>,  gave  pce- 
cisely  the  same  yield  per  acre  as  the  ammonia  and  the  superphos- 
phate alone.    2'he  potash,  soda,  and  magnesia,  therefore,  did  no  good. 

400  lbs.  of  ammonia-salts,  with  superphosphate,  potash,  etc.,  gave, 
on  plot  175,  nearly  29  bushels  per  acre,  or  3|  bushels  more  than  the 
plot  which  has  now  received  70  tons  of  barn-yard  manure  in  five 
successive  years. 

"  I  see  that,  on  plot  0,"  said  the  Deacon,  "one  ton  of  superphos- 
phate was  used  per  acre,  and  it  gave  only  half  a  bushel  per  acre 
more  than  350  lbs.  on  9a." 

"  This  proves,"  said  I,  "  that  an  excessive  dose  of  superphos- 
phate will  do  no  harm.  I  am  not  sure  that  100  lbs.  of  a  good 
superphosphate  drilled  in  with  the  seed,  would  not  have  done  as 
much  good  as  a  ton  per  acre." 

"You  say,"  remarked  the  Deacon,  "  that  the  season  was  unfa- 
vorable for  wheat.  And  yet  the  no-manure  plot  produced  nearly 
15  bushels  of  wheat  per  acre." 

"  That  is  all  true,"  said  I,  "  and  yet  the  season  was  undoubtedly 
an  unfavorable  one.  This  is  shown  not  only  in  the  less  yield,  but 
in  the  inferior  quality  of  the  grain.  The  '  dressed  corn  '  on  the  no- 
manure  plot  this  year  only  weighed  57^  lbs.  per  bushel,  while  last 
year  it  weighed  61  lbs.  per  bushel." 

"By  the  way,"  said  the  Doctor,  "w^hat  do  Messrs.  Lawes  and 
Gilbert  mean  by  '  dressed  corn  '  ?  " 

"  By  '  corn,' "  said  I,  "  they  mean  wheat ;  and  by  '  dressed  corn ' 
they  mean  wheat  that  has  been  run  through  a  fanning-mill  until 
all  the  light  and  shrunken  grain  is  blown  or  sieved  out.  In  other 
words, '  dressed  corn '  is  wheat  carefully  cleaned  for  market.  The 
English  farmers  take  more  pains  in  cleaning  their  grain  than  we 
do.°  And  this  '  dressed  corn '  Avas  as  clean  as  a  good  fanning-mill 
could  make  it.  You  will  observe  that  there  was  more  '  offal  corn ' 
this  year  than  last.     This  also  indicates  an  unfavorable  season." 

"It  would  have  been  very  interesting,"  said  the  Doctor,  "if 
Messrs.  Lawes  and  Gilbert  had  analyzed  the  wheat  produced  by  the 
different  manures,  so  that  we  might  have  known  something  in  re- 
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gard  to  the  quality  of  the  flour  as  influenced  by  the  use  of  different 
fertilizers." 

"They  did  that  very  thing,"  said  I,  "and  not  only  that,  but 
they  made  the  wheat  grown  on  diflerent  plots,  into  flour,  and  as- 
certained the  yield  of  flour  from  a  given  weight  of  wheat,  and  the 
amount  of  bran,  middlings,  etc.,  etc.  They  obtained  some  very 
interesting  and  important  results.  I  was  there  at  the  time.  But 
this  is  not  the  plac3  to  discuss  the  question.  I  am  often  amused, 
however,  at  the  remarks  we  often  hear  in  regard  to  the  inferior 
quality  of  our  wheat  as  compared  to  what  it  was  when  the  country 
was  new.  Many  seem  to  think  that  '  there  is  something  lacking  in 
the  soil' — some  say  potash,  and  some  phosphates,  and  some  this, 
and  some  that.  I  believe  nothing  of  the  kind.  Depend  upon  it, 
the  variety  of  the  wheat  and  the  soil  and  season  have  much  more 
to  do  with  the  quality  or  strength  of  the  flour,  than  the  chemical 
composition  of  the  manures  applied  to  the  land." 

"At  any  rate,"  said  the  Doctor,  "  we  may  be  satisfied  that  any- 
thing that  will  produce  a  vigorous,  healthy  growth  of  wheat  is 
favorable  to  quality.  We  may  use  manures  in  excess,  and  thus 
produce  over-luxuriance  and  an  unhealthy  growth,  and  have  poor, 
shrunken  grain.  In  this  case,  it  is  not  the  use,  but  the  abuse  of 
the  manure  that  does  the  mischief.  We  must  not  manure  higher 
than  the  season  will  bear.  As  yet,  this  question  rarely  troubles  us. 
Hitherto,  as  a  rule,  our  seasons  are  better  than  our  farming.  It 
may  not  always  be  so.  We  may  find  the  liberal  use  of  manure  so 
profitable  that  we  shall  occasionally  use  it  in  excess.  At  present, 
however,  the  tendency  is  all  the  other  way.  We  have  more  grain 
of  inferior  quality  from  lack  of  fertility  than  from  an  excess  of 
plant-food." 

"  That  may  be  true,"  said  I,  "  but  we  have  more  poor,  inferior 
wheat  from  lack  of  draining  and  good  culture,  than  from  lack  of 
plant-food.  Red-root,  thistles,  cockle,  and  chess,  have  done  more 
to  injure  the  reputation  of  '  Genesee  Flour,'  than  any  other  one 
thing,  and  I  should  like  to  hear  more  said  about  thorough  cultiva- 
tion, and  the  destruction  of  weeds,  and  less  about  soil  exhaustion." 

The  following  table  shows  the  results  of  the  experiments  the 
sixth  year,  1848-9. 
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EXPEBIMENTS   AT   ROTHAMSTED  ON  THE   GROWTH  OP 
TABLE    VI.— MANURES     AND     TRODOCE  ;     6tH     SEASON,      1848-9. 
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Wheat,  Teae  after  Year,  on  the  same  Land. 

MANURES  AXD      SEED      (RED     CLUSTER),      SOWN     AUTUMN,      1818. 
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"  This  was  my  last  year  at  Rothamsted,"  said  I,  "  and  I  feel  a 
peculiar  interest  in  looking  over  the  results  after  such  a  lapse  of 
time.  When  this  crop  was  growing,  my  father,  a  good  practical 
farmer,  but  with  little  faith  in  chemical  manures,  paid  me  a  visit. 
We  went  to  the  experimental  wheat-field.  The  first  two  plots,  0 
and  1,  had  been  dressed,  the  one  with  superphosphate,  the  other 
with  potash,  soda,  and  magnesia.  My  father  did  not  seem  much 
impressed  with  this  kind  of  chemical  manuring.  Stepping  to  the 
next  plot,  where  14  tons  of  barn-yard  manure  had  been  used,  he 
I  remarked,  "  this  is  good,  what  have  you  here  ?" 

"  Never  mind,"  said  I,  "  we  have  better  crops  farther  on." 

The  next  plot,  No.  3,  was  the  one  continuously  unmanured.  "  I 
can  beat  this  myself,"  said  he,  and  passed  on  to  the  next.  "  This 
is  better,"  said  he, ' '  what  have  you  here  ? " 

"  Superphosphate  and  sulphate  of  ammonia." 

"Well,  it  is  a  good  crop,  and  the  straw  is  bright  and  stiff." — It 
turned  out  30  bushels  per  acre,  63  lbs.  to  the  bushel. 

The  next  six  plots  had  received  very  heavy  dressings  of  ammo- 
nia-salts, with  superphosphate,  potash,  soda,  and  magnesia.  He 
examined  them  witli  the  greatest  interest.  "  What  have  you  here?" 
he  asked,  while  he  was  examining  5a,  which  afterwards  turned  out 
37J  bushels  per  acre. — "  Potash,  soda,  epsom-salts,  superphosphate, 
and  ammonia — but  it  is  the  ammonia  that  does  the  good." 

He  passed  to  the  next  plot,  and  was  very  enthusiastic  over  it. 
"  What  have  you  here?" — "Eape-cake  and  ammonia,"  said  I.  — 
"It  is  a  grand  crop,"  said  he,  and  after  examining  it  with  great 
interest,  he  passed  to  the  next,  Ga. — "What  have  you  here?" — 
"Ammonia,"  said  I ;  and  at  G5  he  asked  the  same  question,  and  I  re- 
plied "  ammonia."  At  7a,  the  same  question  and  the  same  answer. 
Standing  between  7b  and  8a,  he  was  of  course  struck  with  the 
difference  in  the  crop ;  8a,  was  left  this  year  without  any  manure, 
and  tliough  it  had  received  a  liberal  supply  of  mineral  manures 
the  year  before,  and  minerals  and  ammonia-salts,  and  rape-cake, 
the  year  previous,  it  only  produced  this  year,  3t  bushels  more  than 
the  plot  continuously  unmanured.  The  contrast  between  the 
wheat  on  this  plot  and  the  next  one,  might  well  interest  a  prac- 
tical farmer.  There  was  over  15  bushels  per  acre  more  wheat  on 
the  one  plot  than  on  the  other,  and  1,581  lbs.  more  straw. 

Passing  to  the  next  plot,  he  exclaimed  "this  is  better,  but  not  so 
good  as  some  that  wc  have  passed." — "It  has  had  a  heavy  dressing 
of  rape-cake,"  said  I,  "equal  to  about  100  lbs.  of  ammonia  per 
acre,  and  the  next  plot  was  manured  this  year  in  the  same  way. 
The  only  difference  being  that  one  had  superphosphate  and  potash, 
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soda,  and  magnesia,  the  year  before,  while  the  other  had  super- 
phosphate alone."  It  turned  out,  as  you  see  from  the  table,  that 
the  potash,  etc.,  only  gave  half  a  bushel  more  wheat  per  acre  the 
year  it  was  used,  and  this  year,  with  2,000  lbs.  of  rape-cake  on  each 
plot,  there  is  only  a  bushel  per  acre  in  favor  of  the  potash,  soda, 
and  magnesia. 

The  next  plot,  9b,  was  also  unmanured  and  was  passed  by  my 
father  without  comment.  "  Ah,"  said  he,  on  coming  to  the  two 
next  plots,  10a  and  105,  "  this  is  better,  what  have  you  here  ?  " — 
"  Nothing  hut  ammonia,''''  said  I,  "  and  I  wish  you  would  tell  me 
which  is  the  best  of  the  two  ?  Last  year  10b  had  a  heavy  dressing 
of  minerals  and  superphosphate  with  ammonia,  and  10a  the  same 
quantity  of  ammonia  alone,  without  superphosphate  or  other 
mineral  manures.  And  this  year  both  plots  have  had  a  dressing  of 
400  lbs.  each  of  ammonia-salts.  Now,  which  is  the  best — the  plot 
that  had  superphosphate  and  minerals  last  year,  or  the  one  with- 
out?"— "Well,"  said  he,  "  I  can't  see  any  difference.  Both  are 
good  crops." 

You  will  see  from  the  table,  that  the  plot  which  had  the  super- 
phosphate, potash,  etc. ,  the  year  before,  gives  a  peck  less  wheat  this 
year  than  the  other  plot  which  had  none.  Practically,  the  yield  is 
the  same.  There  is  an  increase  of  13  bushels  of  wheat  per  acre — 
and  this  increase  is  clearly  due  to  the  ammonia-salts  alone. 

The  next  plot  was  also  a  splendid  crop. 

"  What  have  you  here  ? " 

"Superphosphate  and  ammonia." 

This  plot  (11a),  turned  out  35  bushels  per  acre.  The  next  plot, 
with  phosphates  and  ammonia,  was  nearly  as  good.  The  next  plot, 
with  potash,  phosphates,  and  ammonia,  equally  good,  but  no  better 
than  11a.  There  was  little  or  no  benefit  from  the  potash,  except 
a  little  more  straw.  The  next  plot  was  good  and  I  did  not  wait  for 
the  question,  but  simply  said,  "ammonia,"  and  the  next  "ammo- 
nia," and  the  next  "  ammonia." — Standing  still  and  looking  at  the 
wheat,  my  father  asked,  "  Joe,  where  can  I  get  this  ammonia  ?" 
He  had  previously  been  a  little  skeptical  as  to  the  value  of  chem- 
istry, and  had  not  a  high  opinion  of  "  book  farmers,"  but  that 
wheat-crop  compelled  him  to  admit  "  that  perhaps,  after  all,  there 
might  be  some  good  in  it."  At  any  rate,  he  wanted  to  know  where 
he  could  get  ammonia.  And,  now,  as  then,  every  good  farmer  asks 
the  same  question:  "  \Vhere  can  I  get  ammonia?"  Before  wc 
attempt  to  answer  the  question,  let  us  look  at  the  next  year's  ex- 
periments.— The  following  is  the  results  of  the  experiments  the 
seventh  year,  IS-iO-SO. 
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The  summer  of  1850  was  unusually  cool  and  unfavorable  for 
wheat.  It  will  be  seen  that  on  all  the  plots  the  yield  of  grain  is 
considerably  lower  than  last  year,  with  a  greater  growth  of  straw. 

You  will  notice  that  105,  which  last  year  gave,  with  ammo- 
nia-salts alone,  32^  bushels,  this  year,  with  superphosphate,  potash, 
soda,  and  sulphate  of  magnesia,  gives  less  than  18  bushels,  while 
the  adjoining  plot,  dressed  with  ammonia,  gives  nearly  27  bushels. 
In  other  words,  the  ammonia  alone  gives  9  bushels  per  acre  more 
than  this  large  dressing  of  superphosphate,  potash,  etc. 

On  the  three  plots,  8a,  8b  and  9a,  a  dressing  of  ammonia-salts 
alone  gives  in  each  case,  a  larger  yield,  both  of  grain  and  straw,  than 
the  14  tons  of  barn-yard  manure  on  plot  2.  And  recollect  that 
this  plot  has  now  received  98  tons  of  manure  in  seven  years. 

"  That,"  said  the  Doctor,  "  is  certainly  a  very  remarkable  fact." 

"  It  is  so,"  said  the  Deacon. 

"  But  what  of  it  ? "  asked  the  Squire,  "  even  the  Professor,  licre, 
does  not  advise  the  use  of  ammonia-salts  for  wheat." 

"  That  is  so,"  said  I,  "but  perhaps  I  am  mistaken.  Such  facts 
as  those  just  given,  though  I  have  been  acquainted  with  them  for 
many  years,  sometimes  incline  me  to  doubt  the  soundness  of  my 
conclusions.     Still,  on  the  whole,  I  think  I  am  right." 

"We  all  know,"  said  the  Deacon,  "that  you  have  great  respect 
for  your  own  opinions." 

"  Never  mind  all  that,"  said  the  Doctor,  "  but  tell  us  just  what 
you  think  on  this  subject." 

"  In  brief,"  said  I,  "  my  opinion  is  this.  "We  need  ammonia  for 
wheat.  But  though  ammonia-salts  and  nitrate  of  soda  can  often  be 
used  with  decided  profit,  yet  I  feel  sure  that  we  can  get  ammo- 
nia or  nitrogen  at  a  less  cost  per  lb.  by  buying  bran,  malt-roots, 
cotton-seed  cake,  and  other  foods,  and  using  them  for  the  double 
purpose  of  feeding  stock  and  making  manure." 

"  I  admit  that  such  is  the  case,  "  said  the  Doctor,  "  but  here  is  a 
plot  of  land  that  has  now  had  14  tons  of  manure  every  year  for 
seven  years,  and  yet  there  is  a  plot  along  side,  dressed  with  am- 
monia-salts furnishing  less  than  half  the  ammonia  contained  in  the 
14  tons  of  manure,  that  produces  a  better  yield  of  wheat." 

"  That,"  said  I,  "  is  simplj^  because  the  nitrogen  in  the  manure 
is  not  in  an  available  condition.  And  the  practical  question  is, 
how  to  make  the  nitrogen  in  our  manure  more  immediately  avail- 
able. It  is  one  of  the  most  important  questions  which  agricultural 
science  is  called  upon  to  answer.    Until  we  get  more  light,  I  fee] 
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sure  in  saying  that  one  of  the  best  methods  is,  to  feed  our  animcls 
on  richer  and  more  easily  digested  food." 

The  following  table  gives  the  results   of  the  e'gJith  season  of 
1850-51. 
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1.36 

285 

11.5 

69.9 
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The  plot  continuously  unmanured,  gives  about  16  bushels  of 
wheat  per  acre. 

The  plot  with  barn-yard  manure,  nearly  30  bushels  per  acre. 

400  lbs.  of  ammonia-salts  alone,  on  plot  9a,  31J  bushels  ;  on  95, 
29  bushels ;  on  10«  and  10&,  nearly  39  bushels  each.  This  is  remark- 
able uniformity. 

400  lbs.  ammonia-salts  and  a  large  quantity  of  mineral  manures 
in  addition,  on  twelve  different  plots,  average  not  quite  32  bushels 
per  acre. 

"The  superphosphate  and  minerals,"  said  the  Deacon,  "do  not 
seem  to  do  much  good,  that  is  a  fact." 

You  will  notice  that  33G  lbs.  of  common  salt  was  sown  on  plot 
16a.  It  does  not  seem  to  have  done  the  slightest  good.  Where  the 
salt  was  used,  there  is  2  lbs.  less  grain  and  98  lbs.  less  straw  than 
on  the  adjoining  plot  165,  where  no  salt  was  used,  but  otherwise 
manured  alike.  It  would  seem,  however,  that  the  quality  of  the 
grain  was  slightly  improved  by  the  salt.  The  salt  was  sown  in 
March  as  a  top-dressing. 

"It  would  have  been  better,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  to  have  sown  it 
in  autumn  with  the  other  manures." 

"  The  Deacon  is  right,"  said  I,  "  but  it  so  happens  that  the  next 
year  and  the  year  after,  the  salt  was  applied  at  the  same  time  as 
the  other  manures.  It  gave  an  increase  of  94  lbs.  of  grain  and  61 
lbs.  of  straw  in  1851,  but  the  following  year  the  same  quantity  of 
salt  used  on  the  same  plot  did  more  harm  than  good." 

Before  we  leave  the  results  of  this  year,  it  should  be  observed 
that  on  8a,  5,000  lbs.  of  cut  straw  and  chaff  were  used  per  acre.  I 
do  not  recollect  seeing  anything  in  regard  to  it.  And  yet  the 
result  was  very  remarkable — so  much  so  indeed,  that  it  is  a  matter 
of  regret  that  the  experiment  was  not  repeated. 

This  5,000  lbs.  of  straw  and  chaff  gave  an  increase  of  more  than 
10  bushels  per  acre  over  the  continuously  vmmanurcd  plot. 

"Good,"  said  the  Deacon,  "I  haje  always  told  you  that  you 
under-estimated  the  value  of  straw,  especially  in  regard  to  its 
mechanical  action." 

I  did  not  reply  to  this  remark  of  the  good  Deacon.  I  have  never 
doubted  the  good  effects  of  anjHhing  that  lightens  up  a  clay  soil 
and  renders  it  warmer  and  more  porous.  I  suppose  the  great  benefit 
derived  from  this  application  of  straw  must  be  attributed  to  its 
ameliorating  action  on  the  soil.  The  5,000  lb3.  of  straw  and  chaff 
produced  a  crop  within  nearly  3  bushels  per  acre  of  the  plot  ma- 
nured every  year  with  14  tons  of  barn-yard  manure. 

"lam  surprised,"  said  the  Doctor,  "  that  salt  did  no  good.     I 
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have  seen  many  instances  in  wliich  it  has  had  a  wonderful  effect 
on  wheat." 

"  Yes,"  said  I,  "  and  our  experienced  friend,  John  Johnston,  is 
very  decidedly  of  the  opinion  that  its  use  is  highly  profitable.  He 
sows  a  barrel  of  salt  per  acre  broadcast  on  the  land  at  the  time  he 
sovfs  his  wheat,  and  I  have  myself  seen  it  produce  a  decided  im- 
provement in  the  crop." 

We  have  now  given  the  results  of  the  first  eight  years  of  the  ex- 
periments. From  this  time  forward,  the  sxme  manures  were  used 
year  after  year  on  the  same  plot. 

The  results  are  given  in  the  accompanying  tables  for  the  follow- 
ing twelve  years— harvests  for  1853-53-54-55-56-57-58-59-60- 
61-63  and  1863.  Such  another  set  of  experiments  are  not  to  be 
found  in  the  world,  and  they  deserve  and  will  receive  the  careful 
study  of  every  intelligent  Amei'ican  farmer, 

"  I  am  with  you  there,"  said  the  Deacon.  "  You  seem  to  think 
that  I  do  not  appreciate  the  labors  of  scientific  men.  I  do.  Such 
experiments  as  these  we  are  examining  command  the  respect  of 
every  intelligent  farmer.  I  may  not  fully  understand  them,  but  I 
can  see  clearly  enough  that  they  are  of  great  value." 
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Experiments  at  Rothamsted  on  the  Gkowth  of  Wheat,  Year 
AFTER  Teak,  on  the  same  Land. 

Table  IX.— Manures  per  Acre  per  Annum  (with  the  exceptions  explained  in 
tlie  Notes  on  p.  203),  for  12  Years  in  succession— namely,  for  tlie  9th,  10th, 
11th,  12th,  13th,  14th,  15th,  IGth,  ITt'.:,  18th,  19th,  and  20th  Seasons;  that  is. 
for  the  crops  of  Harvests  1852-53-54-55-56-57-58-.59-60-61-62  and  1803.* 


Manures  pel 

'  Acre  per  Annum  for  12  Years,  1851-3  to   1862-3  inclusive. 

except  in  the  cases  explained  in  tlie  Notes  on  p,  203. 
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Superphosphate   of 
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1 

1 

go 

^  s 
«  s 
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^ 
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B 

8 

e.'g 
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6 
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1 

5^  S 
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lbs. 
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lbs. 
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lbs. 

lbs. 

lbs. 

lbs. 

lbs. 

lbs. 

lbs. 

0 

600 

450 

1 

600 

400 

200 

2 

14 

._ 

.. 

3 

Unmanured 

4 

Unraanured 

5a 

300 

200 

ioo 

200 

iso 

56 

300 

200 

100 

200 

150 

6a 

300 

200 

100 

200 

150 

ioo 

ioo 

66 

300 

200 

100 

200 

150 

100 

100 

7a 

300 

200 

100 

200 

150 

200 

200 

76 

300 

200 

100 

200 

150 

200 

200 

8a 

300 

200 

100 

200 

150 

300 

300 

86 

300 

200 

100 

200 

150 

300 

300 

9a= 

300 

200 

100 

200 

150 

550 

963 

550 

10a 

200 

200 

106 

200 

200 

11a 

200 

i.50 

200 

200 

116 

200 

1.50 

200 

200 

12a 

550 

200 

1.50 

200 

200 

126 

550 

200 

1,50 

200 

200 

13a 

300 

200 

150 

200 

200 

136 

300 

200 

150 

200 

200 

14a 

420 

200 

150 

200 

200 

146 

420 

200 

150 

200 

200 

15a 

300 

200 

100 

200 

200 

400 

156 

300 

200 

100 

200 

200 

300 

500 

16a 

336^ 

300 

200 

100 

200 

i,50 

400 

400 

166 

300 

200 

100 

200 

150 

400 

400 

MlT6 

200 

200 

200 

200 

.  (18a 
"1186 

300 

200 

ioo 

200 

i50 

300 

200 

100 

200 

150 

19 

200 

200 

300 

500 

20 

Unmanured 

21 

1 

300 

200 

100 

ioo 

22 

..  1  .. 

300 

200 

100 

ioo 

*  For  the  particulars  of  the  produce  of  each  separate  ecasou,  sec  Tables 
X.-XXI.  inclusive. 
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NOTES  TO  TABLE  IX.  (p.  202.) 

'  For  the  IQth  and  succeeding  seasons — the  sulphate  of  potass 
was  reduced  from  600  to  400  lbs.  per  acre  per  annum  on  Plot  1, 
and  from  300  to  200  lbs.  on  all  the  other  Plots  where  it  was  used  ; 
the  sulphate  of  soda  from  400  to  200  lbs.  on  Plot  1,  to  100  lbs.  on 
all  the  Plots  on  which  200  lbs.  had  previously  been  applied,  and 
from  550  to  336*  lbs.  (two-thirds  the  amount)  on  Plots  12a  and 
125  ;  and  the  sulphate  of  magnesia  from  420  to  280  lbs.  (two-thirds 
the  amount)  on  Plots  14a  and  145. 

^  Plot  9a — the  sulphates  of  potass,  soda,  and  magnesia,  and  the 
superphosphate  of  lime,  were  applied  in  the  12th  and  succeeding 
seasons,  but  not  in  the  9th,  10th,  and  11th ;  and  the  amount  of 
nitrate  of  soda  was  for  the  9th  season  only  475  lbs.  per  acre,  and 
for  the  10th  and  11th  seasons  only  275  lbs. 

'  "Plot  95— in  the  9th  season  only  475  lbs.  of  nitrate  of  soda  were 
applied. 

*  Common  salt — not  applied  after  the  10th  season. 

°  Plots  17a  and  175,  and  18a  and  185— the  manures  on  these 
plots  alternate :  that  is.  Plots  17  were  manured  with  ammonia-salts 
in  the  9th  season;  with  the  sulphates  of  potass,  soda,  and  magne- 
sia, and  superphosphate  of  lime,  in  the  10th  ;  ammonia-salts  again 
in  the  11th;  the  sulphates  of  potass,  soda,  and  magnesia,  and 
superphosphate  of  lime,  again  in  the  12th,  and  so  on.  Plots  18, 
on  the  other  hand,  had  the  sulphates  of  potass,  soda,  and  magne- 
sia, and  superphosphate  of  lime,  in  the  9th  season  ;  ammonia-salts 
in  the  10th,  and  so  on,  alternately. 
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ElPBKIMENTS    AT    ROTHAMSTED    ON    THE    GKOWTn    OF    "WHEAT,   TeAB 

AFTER  Tear,  on  the  same  Land. 


TableX.— Produce  of  tlieOrii  Season, 
1851-2.  SEED(Kcd  Cliistci)  sown  No- 
vember 7,  1851 ;  Crop  cut  August  24, 
1852. 


0 
1 
2 
3 
4 

5a 
5b 
6a 
6S 

7a 
7& 


9a 
95 

10a 
10& 
11a 
11& 
12a 
126 
13a 
136 
14a 
146 

15a 
156 

16a 
166 

17a 
176 
18a 
186 


Produce  per  Acre,  etc. 

(For  the  Manures   sec   pp.  202 

and  203.) 
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24 

0 

57.5 

23 
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24 
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25 
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23 
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25 
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28 
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28 

0 
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25 

2 
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24 
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13 

3  _ 
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14 
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50.7 

21 
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50.1 

14 

OK 

50.6 

10 

I'i 

56.9 

19 

2>4 

55.0 
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825 
1716 
860 
870 
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1065 
1288 
1300 
1615 
1643 
1699 
1651 

1591 
1509 

1320 
1343 
1472 
1337 
1503 
1492 
1480 
1476 
1.507 
1530 

1151 
1520 

1791 
1700 

1577 
1520 
8!!9 
921 

1582 

875 
1177 
1176 


111 
1-^ 


lb«. 
2025 
2322 
5173 
2-157 
2441 

2941 
3097 
3809 
3904 
5405 
5415 
5505 
5423 

5305 
4833 

4107 
4162 
4553 
4299 
4760 
4724 
4702 
4705 
5054 
5137 

4663 
4941 

C471 
6310 

5311 
4986 
2550 
2685 

4979 

2152 
3285 
3355 


Table  XI.— Produce  of  the  10th  Sea- 
son, 1853.  Seed  (Red  Rostock)  sown 
March  16 ;  Crop  cut  September  10, 
and  carted  September  20,  1853. 


Produce  per  Acre,  etc. 

(For  the  Manures    see  pp.   202 

and  203). 


Dressed  Corn. 


0 
1 
2 
3 
4 

5a 
56 
6a 
66 
7a 
76 
8a 


9a 
96 

10a 
106 
11a 
116 
12a 
126 
13a 
136 
14a 
146 

I5a 
156 

10a 
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17a 
176 
ISa 
186 
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5 

7 
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10 
16 
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24 
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10 

9 
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2 
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2 
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49.1 

599 

46.1 

404 

51.1 

1120 

45.1 

359 

46.1 

446 

48.9 

587 

48  9 

611 

51.8 

978 

51.8 

1072 

52.2 

1309 

51.1 

1357 

51.1 

1346 

51.1 

1425 

47.7 

C91 

46.1 

049 

48.9 

642 

49.8 

896 

50.1 

1015 

51.1 

1073 

.52.0 

1283 

51.1 

1375 

,52.1 

1341 

.51.1 

1396 

51.2 

1322 

52.6 

1347 

.51.1 

1143 

51.1 

1351 

!53.5 

1496 

52.5 

1537 

49.8 

.520 

48.9 

539 

52.9 

1111 

52.1 

1256 

52.6 

1100 

47. S 

425 

50.4 

753 

49.4 

592 
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Experiments  at  Rothamsted  on  the  Growth  of  Wiieat,  Tear 
AFTER  Year,  on  the  same  Land. 


Table 

XII. 

-Produce    o 

f    the 

llTHl 

Season.  1853-4.    Seed  (Red  RostocU) 

sown 

November   12,  1853;    Crop  cut 

August  21, 

and  carted  August  31, 1854. 

Produce  per  Acre,  etc.      | 

(For 

the  Manures   see  pp.  202 
and  203). 
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Table 

XIII 

—Produce 

of   the 

12TII 

Season,  1854-5.    Seed  (Red  Rostock) 

sown 

November  9,  1854;    Crop    cut 

Angu 

St  26, 

aud  carted 

September  2, 

1855. 

Produce  per  Acre,  etc. 

(For 

the  Manures 

see  pp.  202 

^. 

and  203). 
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Experiments  at  Rothamsted   on   the  Growth  of  Wheat,  Teak 
AFTER  Tear,  on  the  same  Land. 

Table  XIV.— Prohuce  of  tlie  1.3th 
Season,  18.55-6.  Sked  (Red  RostocU) 
sown  November  13,  18135 ;  Crop  cut 
Aii<TUst  26,  and  carted  September  3, 
1856. 


0 
1 

2 
3 

4 

5a 
56 
6a 
6b 

7a 
tl) 
8a 


da 
96 

10a 
106 
11a 
116 
12a 
126 
13a 
136 
14a 
146 

15a 
156 

160 
166 

17a 
176 
18a 
186 

10 

20 
21 
22 


Produce  per  Acre,  etc. 

(For  the   Manures  see    op.  202 

and  203.) 


Dressed  Corn. 


iush.  Pks. 
18   IX 


17 
30 

14 
IG 

18 
20 
27 
28 
37 
30 
40 
37 

32 
20 

24 
27 
31 
30 
33 
32 
32 
30 
35 
34 

30 
32 

38 
37 

31 
30 
17 
18 


0% 

¥ 

1 

2« 
OM 
3>V 

0 

CM 

2>i- 

1% 

OH 
0?4 

03^ 

0 

0)4 
3 

2X 

3>; 

0 


32      1 


0?.i 
1>.- 
IX 


lbs. 
56.8 
56.3 
58.0 
54.3 
55.5 

50.5 
50.2 
58.2 
58.5 
58.0 
57.6 
50.8 
57.1 

57.2 
56.3 

55  6 
57.2 
57.3 
57.5 

58.7 
58.8 
58  6 
58.9 
58.6 
59.0 

59.1 
59.4 

58.5 
58.7 

59.0 
59.1 
57,8 
57.7 

58.9 

57.7 
58.0 
57.8 


lbs. 
1179 
1102 
2277 
892 
1026 

1167 

1247 
1717 
1755 
2312 
2244 
2507 
2400 

2019 
1079 

1505 
1727 
2001 
1946 
2102 
2079 
2036 
2008 
2195 
2163 

1023 

2045 

2426 
2450 

loa? 

1935 
1140 
1131 

2059 

1075 
1898 
1351 


lbs. 
3148 
3035 
6594 
2450 
2757 

3179 
3369 
4767 
4848 
6872 
6042 
7689 


5894 
4831 

4323 
4895 
5518 
5889 
5949 
5804 
5779 
5659 
6397 
0279 

5444 
5797 

7955 
7917 

5541 
5400 
31.52 
3069 

5621 

2963 
3927 
3849 


Table 

XV.- 

-Produce    op  the  14th 

Season,  1856-7.    Seed  (Rod  Rostock) 

sown 

Noveniber 

6,   1856 ;   Crop   cut 

August    13 

and 

carted   August  22, 

1857. 

Produce 

PER  Acre,  etc. 

(For 

the  Manures    sec  pp.  202 

^ 

and  203.) 

Dressed  Corn. 

^"2 

Ri 

s> 

^^ 

a 

5~ « 

ts 

feS 

c 

«!§■= 

s 
3^ 

1^ 

1 

g-^ 

Bush 

Pks. 

lbs. 

lbs. 

lbs. 

0 

18 

2Ji 

59.0 

1181 

2726 

1 

17 

2'/2 

59.0 

1118 

2050 

2 

41 

0% 

60.4 

2587 

5910 

3 

19 

SK 

58.3 

1236 

2813 

4 

22 

IM 

58.8 

1386 

2958 

5a 

22 

3»i 

59.0 

1409 

3026 

56 

24 

2J-4 

58.8 

1512 

3247 

6a 

35 

IX 

59  9  !  2211 

4968 

66 

35 

IJi 

59  8 

2193 

4950 

7a 

43 

1J4 

60.5 

2782 

6462 

76 

46 

IX 

60.3 

2902 

6793 

8a 

47 

3 

60.8 

3058 

7355 

86 

48 

35€ 

60.6 

3129 

7579 

9a 

43 

3 

60.1 

2767 

6634 

96 

30 

0?4 

58.0 

2220 

5203 

10a 

29 

OX 

58.0 

1816 

4208 

106 

34 

2 

58.6 

2185 

5060 

11a 

39 

0 

58.5     2432 

5375 

116 

39 

OK 

58.0 

2397 

5317 

12a 

43 

3X 

60  4 

2747 

6394 

126 

43 

2 

60.4 

2729 

6312 

I3a 

42 

3 

60.6 

2714 

6421 

136 

43 

2 

60. 5 

2739 

6386 

14a 

43 

3 

60.5 

2781 

6439 

146 

42 

3!i 

60.3 

2699 

6351 

15a 

42 

IKi 

60.4     2681 

6368 

156 

44 

1?4 

60.0     2765 

1 

6543 

16a 

48 

314 

60.5     3131 

7814 

166 

50 

0 

00.5 

3194 

7897 

17a 

20 

2\' 

59.1 

1642 

3700 

176 

25 

3?^ 

58.8 

1583 

3523 

ISa 

41 

014 

59.7 

2560 

6009 

186 

40 

0.4 

59.8 

2519 

5884 

19 

41 

2X 

59.5 

2600 

5793 

20 

19 

^K 

.58.4 

1213 

2777 

21 

21 

0 

60.6 

1.538 

3353 

22 

23 

ox 

60.6 

1491 

3298 
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EXPEKIMENTS    AT    ROTHAMSTED    ON    THE    GROWTH    OF    WHEAT,    YeaR 

AFTER  Teak,  on  the  same  Land. 


Tabi,e 

XVI 

.—Produce 

of    the    15TII 

Table 

XVII.— Produce 

of  tlie  10th 

Season,  18 

57-8. 

Seisd  (Ued  Rostock) 

Season,  1858-9.   Seed  (Red  Rostock) 

Bown 

NovoDibtT  3 

and  11,  1857  :  Crop 

sown 

November 

4,  1858;   Crop  cut 

cut  Aiitjiist  9,  and  cartoil  Ausust  20, 

August  4,  aud  carted  Au;,'ust  20,'  1859. 

1858. 

PltODUCE 

PER  ACEE,   ETC. 

Produce 

PER  Acre,  etc. 

(For 

the  M 

aimi'cs 

sec  pp.  202 

(For 

the  M 

aiiures  see  pp.  202 

iiKl  203.) 

^ 

and  203.) 

■S 

Dressed  Corn. 

|-8 

Di 

essed  Corn. 

8^ 

<a 

o 

a; 

^ 

!§ 

a; 

rfi 

g-^ 

^  « 

.^ 

^  e 

s 

t>'§ 

« 

1 

.fcS 

« 

■sa^ 

s 

^f^ 

s 

.o^^ 

J|(^ 

^ 

5-''^ 

3^ 

^ 

c~l 

o> 

& 

h 

&^ 

Biisli 

Pks. 

lbs. 

lbs. 

lbs. 

Bush 

.  Pks. 

lbs. 

lbs. 

lbs. 

0 

20 

3 

61.2 

13.32 

3234 

0 

21 

2^4 

54.0 

1254 

3564 

1 

16 

m 

60.7 

1055 

2685 

1 

19 

3 

55.0 

1189 

3489 

2 

38 

3Ji 

62,6 

2512 

6349 

2 

30 

0% 

56.5 

2203 

7073 

3 

18 

0 

60.4 

1141 

2811 

■    3 

18 

1^4 

52.5 

1051 

,3226 

4 

19 

(»i 

61.1 

1206 

2879 

4 

19 

0}i 

55.0 

1188 

3418 

5a 

18 

2?=i 

61.5 

1187 

2719 

5a 

20 

1)i 

50.0 

1277 

3600 

56 

19 

1 

61.4 

1227 

2870 

56 

20 

2>^ 

56.0 

1273 

3666 

6a 

28 

2'i 

62.1 

1818 

4395 

6a 

29 

2'/, 

56.5 

1808 

5555 

66 

29 

Ox^ 

62.1 

1850 

4563 

66 

30 

0.^ 

56.5 

1855 

5708 

7a 

38 

2Ji 

61.9 

2450 

6415 

7a 

34 

29i 

55.9 

2097 

6774 

76 

39 

2ii 

62.3 

2530 

6622 

76 

34 

^% 

55.9 

2089 

6892 

8a 

41 

mi 

61.8 

2680 

7347 

8a 

34 

3'.i 

54.0 

2068 

7421 

86 

41 

3)^ 

61.7 

2675 

7342 

86 

34 

OX 

53.4 

£007 

7604 

9a 

3T 

23^ 

60.8 

2384 

6701 

9a 

30 

0 

54.5 

1806 

707G 

96 

23 

2 

58.8 

1170 

4158 

96 

24 

Vi 

50.5 

1412 

5002 

10a 

22 

3.V 

59.6 

1439 

3569 

10a 

18 

SK 

51.5 

1207 

3937 

106 

27 

3 

61.4 

1775 

4390 

106 

25 

2 

52.5 

1500 

4920 

11a 

30 

3.V 

60.5 

1977 

4774 

11a 

20 

31/2 

51.4 

1628 

51.55 

116 

33 

QH 

60.4 

2099 

5117 

116 

27 

3Ki 

51.3 

1698 

5275 

12a 

37 

3?i 

62.1 

2437 

6100 

12a 

3-1 

iX 

54.5 

2060 

6610 

126 

37 

Qii 

62.1 

2387 

6060 

126 

34 

sx 

54.8 

2115 

6858 

13a 

37 

03^ 

62.1 

2;384 

6077 

13a 

34 

0?4 

55.0 

2037 

6774 

136 

37 

0?i 

62.7 

2397 

6074 

1.36 

34 

3.V 

55.0 

2087 

6894 

14a 

37 

33^ 

62.1 

2413 

61.50 

14a 

34 

l?i 

54.5 

2054 

6817 

146 

38 

l.'i 

62.0 

2436 

6146 

146 

34 

2}i 

54.5 

2074 

6774 

15a 

35 

1>^ 

62.6 

2285 

5800 

15a 

34 

0% 

55.0 

2053 

6826 

156 

37 

2 

62.8 

2430 

6134 

156 

35 

OX 

55.0 

2095 

7088 

16a 

41 

3 

62.1 

2702 

7499 

16a 

34 

SYi 

52.0 

2020 

7953 

166 

42 

0/a 

62.1 

2717 

7530 

166 

34 

IX 

52.6 

2005 

7798 

17a 

33 

1^4 

62.5 

2150 

5353 

17a 

21 

m 

55.0 

1247 

3730 

176 

33 

Vi 

62.5 

2181 

5455 

176 

19 

3 

54.5 

1168 

3541 

18a 

22 

S3i 

62.3 

1472 

3480 

18a 

32 

S}^ 

55.5 

1973 

6506 

186 

20 

2?i 

62.4 

1*38 

3305 

186 

32 

2 

56.0 

1980 

6630 

19 

33 

m 

62.5 

2177 

5302 

19 

30 

2 

55.5 

1903 

5926 

20 

17 

0 

no.  3 

1089 

2819 

20 

17 

3'.i 

.52.5 

10.39 

32,56 

21 

2t 

l?i 

(il.5 

1.571 

3947 

21 

26 

I'i 

5t.0 

15:}3 

4723 

22 

22 

0 

61.5 

1412 

3592 

22 

iM 

Oi'i 

55. 0 

1460 

4140 
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TALKS    ON   MANUPwES. 


Experiments  at  Kothamstbd  on  the  Growth  of  "Wheat,  Teas 
AFTER  Tear,  on  the  same  land. 


Table 

XVIII.— Produce 

of  the 

17tHi 

Season,  1859-00. 

Seed  (Red  Rostock) 

eown 

Nov 

i;mber 

17,   1859;    Crop   cul 

September  17  and  19,  and  carted  Octo- 

ber  5, 

1860. 

Produce 

PER  Ache,  etc. 

(For 

the  Manures 

see   pp.   202 

md  203.) 

^ 

D, 

essed  Corn. 

Is  . 

^ 

^ 

i^  . 

R 

.%o  "^ 

?:j 

(t;s? 

!~  « 

s 

«:^2 

e 

■sa^ 

s 

i^f^ 

"0 

S-i=c 

o> 

S:: 

K 

E-. 

Bush 

Pks. 

lbs. 

lbs. 

lb?. 

0 

14 

1^4 

53.5 

820 

2271 

1 

12 

I9i 

52.8 

717 

2097 

2 

S3 

!'.( 

55.5 

1864 

5304 

3 

12 

3)4 

53.6 

738 

2197 

4 

14 

2 

53.0 

832 

2352 

5a 

15 

ZK 

54.0 

903 

2483 

5b 

16 

OM 

53.1 

935 

2595 

Ga 

31 

GM 

53  7 

1210 

3393 

65 

23 

Z'i 

54.3 

1320 

3719 

7a 

37 

ZM 

54  3 

1612 

4015 

76 

27 

Vi 

54.3 

1597 

4734 

8(1 

30 

3 

52.8 

1759 

5039 

86 

31 

2?^ 

52.3 

1787 

5000 

9a 

33 

2>^ 

51.5 

1853 

6035 

96 

19 

334 

48.5 

1155 

4285 

10a 

15 

0^ 

49.5 

905 

3118 

106 

18 

2X 

51.0 

1060 

3420 

11a 

22 

13^ 

51.0 

1270 

3773 

116 

22 

l'/2 

51.3 

1307 

4000 

13a 

28 

0.^ 

53.4 

1648 

4878 

136 

26 

2'.^ 

53.5 

1577 

4004 

13a 

26 

094: 

54.3 

1575 

4.508 

136 

27 

OX 

53.8 

1600 

4637 

14a 

27 

■^)4 

53.7 

1583 

4636 

146 

27 

0^4 

53.2 

1.503 

4666 

15a 

25 

"^H 

53.8 

1.510 

4387 

1E6 

28 

0 

54.0 

1614 

4704 

16a 

33 

2 

52  0 

1850 

5973 

166 

32 

3 

51.7 

1889 

0096 

17a 

24 

0'.( 

54.1 

1409 

4109 

176 

20 

1!4 

54.3 

1548 

4518 

18a 

15 

IM 

51.5 

929 

2049 

186 

10 

Vi 

54.6 

903 

2706 

19 

24 

OVi 

53.0 

1135 

4178 

20 

12 

ox 

51.5 

722 

2155 

31 

15 

2 

52  5 

893 

2039 

22 

13 

3.U 

53.8 

847 

2-114 

Table 

XIX 

.—Produce 

of  tlie  18th 

Season.  1860-1.    Seed  (Red  Rostoek) 

sown 

Nov 

ember 

5,  1800;   Crop  cut 

Aujjust   20 

,  and 

carted   Au.srust  27, 

1861. 

Pi; 

ODUCB 

PER  Acre,  etc. 

(For 

the  Manures  sec  pp.   203 

0 

and  203.) 

Dressed  Corn. 

1-3 

Ri 

s> 

^  . 

f-  a 

c 

•S's 

"S 

"35,^ 

gK| 

e 

g-^ 

Bush 

Pks. 

lbs. 

lbs. 

11)S. 

0 

15 

I'/i 

57.0 

1001 

2769 

1 

12 

3?i 

57.6 

838 

2215 

2 

34 

3i4 

60.5 

2203 

5303 

3 

11 

1'4 

57.4 

736 

1990 

4 

11 

3}i 

58.0 

803 

2193 

5a 

15 

V4. 

59.1 

1047 

2540 

56 

15 

i}4 

59.0 

1083 

2692 

6a 

27 

li^ 

59.5 

1755 

4328 

66 

27 

3'-i 

59.4 

1818 

4501 

7a 

35 

23^ 

59.0 

2263 

5704 

76 

34 

IJ4 

59.0 

2183 

5738 

8a 

•36 

0 

58,3 

2290 

6203 

86 

34 

Ohi 

58.5 

2190 

5985 

9a 

33 

3 

50.8 

2102 

6607 

96 

13 

3 

53.9 

909 

3079 

10a 

12 

8M 

55.0 

854 

2784 

106 

15 

3?i 

55.5 

10.33 

3198 

11a 

23 

IK 

55.3 

1455 

4032 

116 

25 

OM 

55.8 

1578 

4223 

l2a 

33 

m 

58.1 

2009 

5201 

126 

33 

1^-i 

58.7 

2144 

5481 

13a 

33 

134 

59.9 

2168 

5486 

136 

35 

0 

00.0 

2304 

5794 

14a 

33 

o'.i: 

59.1 

2125 

5502 

146 

33 

3?4 

59.3 

2173 

5476 

15a 

34 

I'i 

00  0 

2188 

5506 

156 

34 

3 

GO  2 

2249 

5727 

16a 

36 

^'i 

.58.0 

2338 

6701 

106 

37 

2 

58.0 

2432 

0775 

17a 

19 

1 

59.3 

1229 

29S2 

176 

18 

0^4 

59.1 

1166 

2829 

18a 

33 

IK 

59.0 

2050 

5144 

186 

33 

l'/2 

59.5 

2122 

5446 

19 

33 

0 

58.8 

2107 

5345 

20 

13 

oy< 

57  9 

872 

2310 

21 

16 

1?4 

58.2 

1109 

2749 

'     23 

19 

2?4 

68.5 

1306 

3263 
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ESPESIMENTS    AT     EOTHAMSTED    ON    THE    GrOTVTH    OF    WHEAT,    YeAR 

AFTER  Year,  on  the  same  Land. 


Table 

XX 

— Produce    of    the 

19th 

Table 

XX] 

.—Produce 

of  the  20th 

Season,  1S61-2.     Seed  (Red  Rostock) 

Season,  1863-3.   Seed  (Red  Rostock) 

!?own 

October    25,    ISBl :     Crop    cut 

sown 

November  17,  1SG2 :    Crop  cut 

August  29, 

aud  carted  September  12, 

August   10 

,   and  carted  August    18, 

lSt)2. 

1863. 

Produce  per  Acre,  etc. 

Produce  per  Acre,  etc. 

(Por 

the   Manures  sec  pp.  202 

(For 

the  Mauurcs  see  pp.  202 

aud  203.) 

and  203.) 

-2 

Dressed  Corn. 

1^ 

Dressed  Corn. 

^ 

fei 

Si 

Is  . 

£; 

gi 

^^ 

C 

S 

s  « 

S 

•§ 

s 

s 

3 
S 

l§4 

5> 

Em 

K 

QS           1 

ti     . 

fi 

Bush 

Pks. 

lbs. 

lbs. 

lbs. 

Bush 

Pks. 

lbs. 

lbs. 

11)8. 

0 

10 

SM 

58.5 

1228 

3258 

0 

22 

oy^ 

62.6 

1429 

3,254 

1 

16 

2?i 

58. 0 

1024 

2772 

1 

20 

3 

63.8 

1334 

3.079 

2 

38 

1)4 

Cl.O 

2447 

6642 

2 

44 

0 

63.1 

2886 

7,165 

3 

16 

0 

.57.8 

990 

2709  i 

3 

17 

1 

62.7 

1127 

2,727 

4 

16 

2.V 

58.5 

1049 

2711 

4 

20 

1 

62.3 

1303 

2,957 

5a 

17 

3J£ 

59.0 

1119 

2959 

Ea 

19 

2'2 

63.0 

1283 

2,970 

56 

17 

^M 

59.0 

1101 

2961 

56 

19 

3 

63.0 

1296 

3,064 

6a 

27 

2 

59.5 

1715 

4554 

6a 

39 

l>i 

63.3 

2523 

6,236 

6b 

28 

3?^ 

59.8 

1797 

4897 

66 

39 

3 

62.3 

2534 

6,250 

la 

35 

2Ji 

59.3 

2200 

6106 

7a 

53 

l^-i 

63.6 

3477 

9,330 

nb 

3(5 

0?X 

59.5 

2265 

6178 

76 

54 

0 

62.5 

3507 

9.3S5 

8a 

39 

3 

59.2 

2477 

7200 

8a 

56 

2':i: 

62.3 

3668 

10.383 

8b 

30 

oVi 

59.0 

2453 

7087 

86 

54 

3,li 

62. 3 

3559 

10,048 

9a- 

43 

IX 

59.5 

2G88 

8738 

9a 

55 

^"-i 

62.1 

3576 

9,888 

Ob 

25 

3M 

56.3 

1641 

4897 

96 

41 

l?i 

63.5 

2723 

6,920 

10a 

23 

OM 

50.5 

1457 

4050 

10a 

30 

ox 

62.6 

2587 

6,068 

106 

24 

si 

57.5 

1600 

4443 

106 

43 

2^4 
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The  ninth  season  (1851 --2),  was  unusually  cold  in  June  and  wet 
in  August.  It  will  be  seen  tliat  the  wheat,  both  in  quantity  and 
quality,  is  the  poorest  since  the  commencement  of  the  experi- 
ments. The  unmanured  plot  gave  less  than  14  bushels  of  dressed 
grain  per  acre;  the  plot  with  barn-yard  manure,  less  than  28 
bushels,  and  the  best  yield  in  the  whole  series  was  not  quite  29 
bushels  per  acre,  and  only  weighed  55  lbs.  per  bushel.  On  the  same 
plot,  the  year  before,  with  precisely  the  same  manure,  the  yield 
was  nearly  37  bushels  per  acre,  and  the  weight  per  bushel,  63-i-  lbs. 
So  much  for  a  favorable  and  an  unfavorable  season. 

The  tenth  season  (1852-3),  was  still  more  unfavorable.  The 
autumn  of  1853  was  so  wet  that  it  was  impossible  to  work  the 
land  and  sow  the  wheat  until  the  16th  of  March  1853. 

You  will  sec  that  the  produce  on  the  unmanured  plot  was  less 
than  6  bushels  per  acre.  "With  barn-yard  manure,  19  bushels,  and 
with  a  heavy  dressing  of  ammonia-salts  and  minerals,  not  quite  26 
bushels  per  acre.  "With  a  heavy  dressirg  of  superphosphate,  not 
quite  9|-  bushels  per  acre,  and  with  a  full  dressing  of  mixed 
mineral  manures  and  superphosphate,  10  bushels  per  acre. 

The  weight  per  bushel  on  the  unmanured  plot  was  45  lbs. ;  with 
mixed  mineral  manures,  48^  lbs.  ;  with  ammonia-salts  alone,  48|- 
lbs. ;  with  barn-yard  manure,  51  lbs. ;  and  with  ammonia-salts  and 
mixed  mineral  manures,  52|-  lbs. 

Farmers  are  greatly  dependent  on  the  season,  but  the  good 
farmer,  who  keeps  up  the  fertility  of  his  land  stands  a  better  chance 
of  making  money  (or  of  losing  less),  than  the  farmer  who  depends 
on  the  unaided  products  of  the  soil.  The  one  gets  6  bushels  per 
acre,  and  1,413  lbs.  of  straw  of  very  inferior  quality;  the 
other  gets  20  to  26  bushels  per  acre,  and  5,000  lbs.  of  straw.  And 
you  must  recollect  that  in  an  unfavorable  season  wc  are  pretty 
certain  to  get  high  prices. 

The  eleventh  season  (1853-4,)  gives  us  much  more  attractive- 
looking  figures  !  We  have  over  31  bushels  per  acre  on  the  plot 
which  has  grown  eleven  crops  of  wheat  in  eleven  years  without 
any  manure. 

With  barn-yard  manure,  over  41  bushels  per  acre.  With  am- 
monia-salts alone  (17a),  45.|  bushels.  With  ammonia-salts  and 
mixed  minerals,  (165),  over  50  bushels  per  acre,  and  6,635  lbs.  of 
straw.     A  total  produce  of  nearly  5i  tons  per  acre. 

The  twelfth  season  (1854-5),  gives  us  17  bushels  of  wheat  per  acre 
on  the  continuously  unmanured  plot.  Over  34+  bushels  on  the 
plot  manured  with  barn-yard  manure.  And  I  think,  for  the  first 
time  since  the  commencement  of  the  experiments,  this  plot  pro- 


EXPEKIMEJNTS    OX    "SVHEAT.  211 

duces  the  largest  yield  of  any  plot  in  tlie  field.  And  well  it  may, 
for  it  has  now  had,  iu  twelve  years,  168  tons  of  barn-yard  manure 
per  acre  ! 

Several  of  the  plots  with  ammonia-salts  and  mixed  minerals, 
are  nearly  up  to  it  in  grain,  and  ahead  of  it  in  straw. 

The  iliirteenth  season  (1855-6),  gives  14^  bushels  on  the  unmanur- 
ed  plot ;  over  36J  bushels  on  the  plot  manured  with  barn-yard  ma- 
nure ;  and  over  40  bushels  on  Sa,  dressed  with  600  lbs.  ammonia- 
salts  and  mixed  mineral  manures.  It  v/ill  be  noticed  that  800  lbs. 
ammonia-salts  does  not  give  quite  as  large  a  yield  this  year  as  600 
lbs.  I  suppose  40  bushels  per  acre  was  all  that  the  season  was  capa- 
ble of  producing,  and  an  extra  quantity  of  ammonia  did  no  good. 
400  lbs.  of  ammonia-salts,  on  la,  produced  37^  bushels  per  acre, 
and  800  lbs.  on  1G5,  only  37f  bushels.  That  extra  half  bushel 
of  wheat  was  produced  at  considerable  cost. 

The  fourteenth  season  (1856-7),  gives  20  bushels  per  acre  on  the 
unmanured  plot,  and  41  bushels  on  the  plot  with  barn-yard 
manure.  Mixed  mineral  manures  alone  on  5a  gives  nearly  23 
bushels  per  acre.  Mixed  mineral  manures  and  200  lbs.  ammonia- 
salts,  on  6a,  give  35J  bushels.  In  other  words  the  ammonia  gives 
us  over  12  extra  bushels  of  wheat,  and  1,140  lbs.  of  straw. 
Mineral  manures  and  400  lbs.  ammonia-sails,  on  7Z>,  give  46^ 
bushels  per  acre.  Mineral  manures  and  600  lbs.  ammonia-salts,  on 
8&,  give  nearly  49  bushels  per  acre.  Mineral  manures  and  800  lbs. 
of  ammonia-salts,  on  165,  give  50-  bushels  per  acre,  and  4,703  lbs. 
of  straw. 

"This  exceedingly  heavy  manuring,"  said  the  Deacon,  "does 
not  pay.    For  instance, 

"200  lbs.  ammonia-salts  give  an  increase  of  12k  bushels  per  acre. 

400  "  "  "  "  2:3?        "  " 

GOO  "  "  "  "  20  "  " 

800  "  "  "  "  27  "  " 

The  Deacon  is  right,  and  Mr.  Lawcs  and  Dr.  Gilbert  call  especial 
attention  to  this  point.  The  200  lbs.  of  ammonia-salts  contain 
about  50  lbs.  of  ammonia,  and  the  400  lbs.,  100  lbs.  of  ammonia. 
And  as  I  have  said,  100  lbs.  of  ammonia  per  acre  is  an  -unusually 
heavy  dressing.  It  is  as  much  ammonia  as  is  contained  in  1,000 
lbs.  of  average  Peruvian  guano.     We  will  recur  to  this  subject. 

ThcfftcentJi  season  (1857-8,)  gives  a  yield  of  18  bushels  of  wheat 
per  acre  on  the  continuously  unmanured  plot,  and  nearly  39 
bushels  on  the  plot  continuously  manured  with  14  tons  of  barn- 
yard manure.  Mixed  mineral  manures  on  5a  and  55,  give  a  mean 
yield  of  less  than  19  bushels  per  acre. 
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Mixed  mineral  manures  and  100  lbs.  ammonia-salts,  on  plots  21 
and  22,  give  23|-  bushels  per  acre.    In  other  words : 

25  lbs.  ammonia  (100  lbs.  ammonia-salts),  gives  an  increase  of  4?  bush. 

50  "  "  (200  "  "  "  ),  "  "  "  "  10  " 
100  "  "  (400  "  "  "  ),  "  "  "  "  20  " 
150  "  '  (600  "  "  "  ),  "  "  "  "  23  " 
200  "     "    (800  "    "     "  ),   "   "    "    "  23  " 

"It  takes,"  said  the  Deacon,  "about  5  lbs.  of  ammonia  to  pro- 
duce a  bushel  of  wheat.  And  according  to  this,  500  lbs.  of  Peru- 
vian guano,  guaranteed  to  contain  10  per  cent  of  ammonia,  would 
give  an  increase  of  10  bushels  of  wheat." 

"This  is  a  very  interesting  matter,"  said  I,  "but  we  will  not 
discuss  it  at  present.  Let  us  continue  the  examination  of  the  sub- 
ject. 1  do  not  propose  to  make  many  remarks  on  the  tables.  You 
must  study  them  for  yourself.  I  have  spent  hours  and  days  and 
weeks  making  and  pondering  over  these  tables.  The  more  you 
study  them  the  more  interestmg  and  instructive  they  become." 

The  sixteenth  season  (1858-9),  gives  us  a  little  over  ISJ  bushels 
on  the  unmanured  plot.  On  the  plot  manured  with  14  tons  farm- 
yard manure,  36^  bushels ;  and  this  is  the  highest  yield  this  season 
in  the  wheat-field.  Mixed  mineral  manures  alone,  (mean  of  plot 
5a,  and  55),  give  20i  bushels. 

25  lbs.  ammonia  (100  lbs.  ammonia-salts),  and  mixed  minerals, 

give  25^  bushels,  or  an  increase  over  minerals  alone  of  4|  bushels. 

.50  lbs.  ammonia,  an  Increase  of     9i  bushels. 

100   "  "  "        "  "  14        " 

150    "  "  "        "  "  14        " 

200   "  "  "        "  "  14ir      " 

The  season  was  an  unfavorable  one  for  excessive  manuring.  It 
was  too  wet  and  the  crops  of  wheat  when  highly  manured  were 
much  laid.  The  quality  of  the  grain  was  inferior,  as  will  be  seen 
from  the  light  weight  per  bushel. 

The  seventeenth  season  (1859-60,)  gives  less  than  13  bushels  per 
acre  on  the  unmanured  plot ;  and  82^  bushels  on  the  plot  ma- 
nured with  14  tons  farm-yard  manure.  This  season  (1860),  was  a 
miserable  year  for  wheat  in  England.  It  was  both  cold  and  wet. 
Mixed  mineral  manures,  on  plots  5a  and  5h,  gave  nearly  16  bushels 
per  acre.  25  lbs.  ammonia,  in  addition  to  the  above,  gave  less 
than  15  bushels.     In  other  words  it  gave  no  increase  at  all. 

50  lbs.  ammonia,  gave  an  increase  of  6    bushels. 

100    "  "  "  "        "         "  lU 

150    "  "  "  "        "  "  \Tih        " 

200    "  "  "  "        "         "  ibf        " 

It  was  a  poor  year  for  the  wheat-grower,  and  that,  whether  he 

manured  excessively,  liberally,  moderately,  or  not  at  all. 
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"  I  do  not  quite  see  that,"  said  tlio  Deacon,  "  the  farm-yard  ma- 
nure gave  an  increase  of  nearly  20  bushels  per  acre.  And  the  quality 
of  the  grain  must  have  been  much  better,  as  it  weighed  '6\  lbs. 
per  bushel  more  than  the  plot  unmanured.  If  the  wheat  doubled 
in  price,  as  it  ought  to  do  in  such  a  poor  year,  I  do  not  see  but  that 
the  n-ood  farmer  who  had  in  previous  years  made  his  land  rich, 
would  come  out  ahead." 

"  Good  for  the  Deacon,"  said  I.  " '  Is  Saul  also  among  the 
prophets  ? '  "  If  the  Deacon  continues  to  study  these  experiments 
much  longer,  we  shall  have  him  advocating  chemical  manures  and 
high  farming  I 

The  eighteenth  season  (1860-1,)  gave  less  than  lU  bushels  per 
acre  on  the  unmanured  plot ;  and  nearly  35  bushels  on  the  ma- 
nured plot. 

The  mixed  mineral  manures,  gave  nearly 153  bushels. 

"  "  "  "and    25  lbs.  ammonia  ..18i        " 

"  "  "  "      50    "  "  27J        " 

«(  u  <(  u     ;ioo    "  "  35  " 

«'  »  "  "    loO    "  "  35  " 

"  "  •'  "    200    "  "  37  " 

The  nineteenth  season  (18G1-2,)  gave  10  bushels  per  acre  on  the 
unmanured  plot,  and  over  SS^:  bushels  on  the  plot  manured  with 
farm-yard  manure. 

Mixed  mineral  manures,   gave  nearly 18    bushels  per  acre. 

"  "  "        and    25  lbs.   ammonia.  .20? 

"  "  "  "       50     "  "  2?ir 

"  "  "  "     100    "  "  36 

"  "  "  "     150    "  "  301 

"  "  "  "     200     "  "  36i 

The  twentieth  season  (1862-3),  gave  ITJ  bushels  on  the  unma- 
nui'cd  plot,  and  44  bushels  per  acre  on  the  manured  plot. 

Mixed  mineral  manures    alone  gave IDJ  bushels  per  acre. 

"             "  "       and    25  lbs.   ammonia.. 2t J        "             " 

"             "  "         "      50  "            "           SL'J        " 

"              »  "          "     100  "            "            5SJ         "              " 

*•              "  "          "     1.50  "             "■           .05J 

"              "  "          "    200  "            "           50          "              " 

When  we  consider  that  this  is  the  twentieth  wheat-crop  in  suc- 
cession on  the  same  land,  these  figures  are  certainly  remarkable. 

"  They  are  so,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  and  what  to  me  is  the  most  sur- 
prising thing  about  the  whole  matter  is,  that  the  plot  which  has  had 
no  manure  of  any  kind  for  25  years,  and  has  grown  20  whcat-rrops 
in  20  successive  years,  should  still  produce  a  crop  of  wheat  of  17J 
bushels  per  acre.  Many  of  our  farmers  do  not  average  10  bushels 
per  acre.     Mr.  Lawcs  must  either  have  very  good  land,  or  else  the 
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climate  of  England  is  better  adapted  for  wheat-growing  than  West- 
ern New  York." 

"I  do  not  think,"  said  I,  "that  Mr.  Lawes'  land  is  any  better 
than  yours  or  mine ;  and  I  do  not  think  the  climate  of  England  is 
any  more  favorable  for  growing  wheat  without  manure  than  our 
climate.     If  there  is  any  difference  it  is  in  our  favor." 

"  Why,  then,"  asked  the  Doctor,  "  do  we  not  grow  as  much 
wheat  per  acre  as  Mr.  Lawes  gets  from  his  continuously  unmanured 
plot?" 

This  is  a  question  not  difficult  to  answer. 

1st.  We  grow  too  many  weeds.  Mr.  Lawes  plowed  the  land  twice 
every  year;  and  the  crop  was  hoed  once  or  twice  in  the  spring  to 
kill  the  weeds. 

2d.  We  do  not  half  work  our  heavy  land.  We  do  not  plow  it 
enough — do  not  cultivate,  harrow,  and  roll  enough.  I  have  put 
wheat  in  on  my  own  farm,  and  have  seen  others  do  the  same  thing, 
when  the  drill  on  the  clay-spots  could  not  deposit  the  seed  an  inch 
deep.  There  is  "plant-food"  enough  in  these  ''clay-spots"  to 
give  17  bushels  of  wheat  per  acre — or  perhaps  40  bushels — but  we 
shall  not  get  ten  bushels.  The  wheat  will  not  come  up  until 
late  in  the  autumn — the  plants  will  be  weak  and  thin  on  the 
ground ;  and  if  they  escape  the  winter  they  will  not  get  a  fair  hold 
of  the  ground  until  April  or  May.  You  know  the  result.  The 
straw  is  full  of  sap,  and  is  almost  sure  to  rust ;  the  grain  shrinks 
up,  and  we  harvest  the  crop,  not  because  it  is  worth  the  labor,  but 
because  we  cannot  cut  the  wheat  with  a  machine  on  the  better 
parts  of  the  field  without  cutting  these  poor  spots  also.  An  acre 
or  two  of  poor  spots  pull  down  the  average  yield  of  the  field 
below  the  average  of  Mr.  Lawes'  well-worked  but  unmanured  land. 

3d.  Much  of  our  wheat  is  seriously  injured  by  stagnant  water  in 
the  soil,  and  standing  water  on  the  surface.  I  think  we  may  safely 
say  that  one-third  the  wheat-crop  of  this  county  (Monroe  Co.,  N. 
Y.),  is  lost  for  want  of  better  tillage  and  better  draining — and  yet 
we  think  we  have  as  good  wheat-land  and  arc  as  good  farmers  as 
can  be  found  in  this  country  or  any  other! 


Unless  we  drain  land,  where  drainage  is  needed,  and  unless  we 
work  land  thoroughly  that  needs  working,  and  unless  we  kill  the 
weeds  or  check  their  excessive  growth,  it  is  poor  economy  to  sow 
expensive  manures  on  our  wheat-crops. 

But  I  do  not  think  there  is  much  danger  of  our  falling  into  this 
error.  The  farmers  who  try  artificial  manures  are  the  men  who 
usually  take  the  greatest  pains  to  make  the  best  and  most  manure 
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from  the  animals  kept  on  the  farm.  They  know  what  manures  cost 
and  what  they  are  worth.  As  a  rule,  too,  such  men  are  good  farm- 
ers, and  endeavor  to  work  their  land  thoroughly  and  keep  it  clean. 
When  this  is  the  case-,  there  can  be  little  doubt  that  we  can  often 
use  artificial  manures  to  great  advantage. 

"  You  say,"  said  the  Deacon,  who  had  been  looking  over  the 
tables  while  I  was  talking,  "  that  mixed  mineral  manures 
and  50  lbs.  of  ammonia  give  39|-  bushels  per  acre.  Now  these 
mixed  mineral  manures  contain  potash,  soda,  magnesia,  and  super- 
phosphate. And  I  see  where  superphosphate  was  used  without  any 
potasli,  soda,  and  magnesia,  but  with  the  same  amount  of  ammonia, 
the  yield  is  nearly  40  bushels  per  acre.  This  does  not  say  much  in 
favor  of  potash,  soda,  and  magnesia,  as  manures,  for  wheat.  Again, 
I  see,  on  plot  10b,  50  lbs.  of  ammonia,  alone,  gives  over43i  bushels 
per  acre.  On  plot  lib,  50  lbs.  ammonia  and  superphosphate,  give 
46^  bushels.  Like  your  father,  I  am  inclined  to  ask,  '  W7ie7'e  can  I 
get  this  ammonia? ' " 
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These  careful,  systematic,  and  long-continued  experiments  of 
Lawes  and  Gilbert  seem  to  prove  that  if  you  have  a  piece  of 
land  well  prepared  for  wheat,  which  will  produce,  without  manure, 
say  15  bushels  per  acre,  there  is  no  way  of  making  that  land  pro- 
duce 30  bushels  of  wheat  per  acre,  without  directly  or  indirectly 
furnishing  the  soil  with  a  liberal  supply  of  available  nitrogen  or 
ammonia. 

"What  do  you  mean  by  directly  or  indirectly?"  asked  the 
Deacon. 

"What  I  had  in  my  mind,"  said  I,  "  was  the  fact  that  I  have 
seen  a  good  dressing  of  lime  double  the  yield  of  wheat.  In  such 
a  case  I  suppose  the  lime  decomposes  the  organic  matter  in  the 
soil,  or  in  some  other  way  sets  free  the  nitrogen  or  ammonia 
already  in  the  soil ;  or  the  lime  forms  compounds  in  the  soil  which 
attract  ammonia  from  the  atmosphere.  Be  this  as  it  may,  the 
facts  brought  out  by  Mr.  Lawes'  experiments  warrant  us  in  con- 
cluding that  the  increased  growth  of  wheat  was  connected  in  some 
way  with  an  increased  supply  of  available  nitrogen  or  ammonia. 
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My  father  used  great  quantities  of  lime  as  manure.  He  drew 
it  a  distance  of  13  miles,  and  usually  applied  it  on  land  intended 
for  wheat,  spreading  it  broad-cast,  after  the  land  had  received  its 
last  plowing,  and  harrowing  it  in,  a  few  days  or  weeks  before  sow- 
ing the  wheat.  He  rarely  applied  less  than  100  bushels  of  stone- 
lime  to  the  acre — generally  150  bushels.  He  used  to  say  that  a 
small  dose  of  lime  did  little  or  no  good.  He  wanted  to  use  enough 
to  change  the  general  character  of  the  land — to  make  the  light  land 
firmer  and  the  heavy  land  lighter. 

While  I  was  with  Mr.  Lawes  and  Dr.  Gilbert  at  Rothamsted,  I 
went  home  on  a  visit.  My  father  had  a  four-horse  team  drawing 
lime  every  day,  and  putting  it  in  large  heaps  in  the  field  to  slake, 
before  spreading  it  on  the  land  for  wheat. 

"  I  do  not  believe  it  pays  you  to  draw  so  much  lime,"  said  I,  with 
the  confidence  which  a  young  man  who  has  learned  a  little  of  agri- 
cultural chemistry,  is  apt  to  feel  in  his  newly  acquired  knowledge. 

"Perhaps  not,"  said  my  father,  "but  we  have  got  to  do  some- 
thing for  the  land,  or  the  crops  will  be  poor,  and  poor  crops  do  not 
pay  these  times.  What  would  you  use  instead  of  lime  ?  " — "Lime 
is  not  a  manure,  strictly  speaking,"  said  I;  "a  bushel  to  the  acre 
would  furnish  all  the  lime  the  crops  require,  even  if  there  was  not 
an  abundant  supply  already  in  the  soil.  If  you  mix  lime  with 
guano,  it  sets  free  the  ammonia  ;  and  when  you  mix  lime  with  the 
soil  it  probably  decomposes  some  compounds  containing  ammonia 
or  the  elements  of  ammonia,  and  thus  furnishes  a  supply  of  ammo- 
nia for  the  plants.  I  think  it  w^ould  be  cheaper  to  buy  ammonia 
in  the  shape  of  Peruvian  guano." 

After  dinner,  my  father  asked  me  to  take  a  walk  over  the  farm. 
We  came  to  a  field  of  barley.  Standing  at  one  end  of  the  field, 
about  the  middle,  he  asked  me  if  I  could  see  any  difference  in  the 
crop.  "Oh,  yes,"  I  replied,  "the  barley  on  the  right-hand  is  far 
better  than  on  the  left  hand.  The  straw  is  stiflPer  and  brighter,  and 
the  heads  larger  and  heavier.  I  should  think  the  right  half  of  the 
field  will  be  ten  bushels  per  acre  better  than  the  other." 

"So  I  think,"  he  said,  "and  now  can  you  tell  me  why?" — 
"Probably  yoa  manured  one  half  the  field  for  turnips,  and  not  the 
other  half." — "  No." — "  You  may  have  drawn  off  the  turnips  from 
half  the  field,  and  fed  them  off  by  sheep  on  the  other  half." — "  No, 
both  sides  were  treated  precisely  alike." — I  gave  it  up, — "Well," 
said  he,  "  this  half  the  field  on  the  right-hand  was  limed,  thirty 
years  ago,  and  that  is  the  only  reason  I  know  for  the  difference. 
And  now  you  need  not  tell  me  that  lime  does  not  pay." 

I  can  well  understand  how  this  might  happen.     The  system  of 
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rotation  adopted  was,  1st  clover,  2d  wheat,  3d  turnips,  4tli  barley, 
seeded  with  clover. 

Now,  you  put  on,  say  150  bushels  of  lime  for  wheat.  After  the 
wheat  the  laud  is  manured  and  sown  with  turnips.  The  turnips 
are  eaten  off  on  the  land  by  sheep ;  and  it  is  reasonable  to  suppose 
that  on  the  half  of  the  field  dressed  with  lime  there  would  be  a 
much  heavier  crop  of  turnips.  These  turnips  being  eaten  off  by 
the  sheep  would  furnish  more  manure  for  this  half  than  the  other 
half.  Then  again,  when  the  land  was  in  grass  or  clover,  the 
limed  half  would  afford  more  and  sweeter  grass  and  clover  than 
the  other  half,  and  the  sheep  would  remain  on  it  longer.  They 
would  eat  it  close  into  the  ground,  going  only  on  to  the  other  half 
when  they  could  not  get  enough  to  cat  on  the  limed  half.  More 
of  their  droppings  would  be  left  on  the  limed  half  of  the  field. 
The  lime,  too,  would  continue  to  act  for  several  years ;  but  even 
after  all  direct  benefit  from  the  lime  had  ceased,  it  is  easy  to  un- 
derstand why  the  crops  might  be  better  for  a  long  period  of  time. 

"Do  you  think  lime  would  do  any  good,"  asked  the  Deacon,  "  on 
our  limestone  land  ? " — I  certainly  do.  So  far  as  I  have  seen,  it 
does  just  as  much  good  here  in  "Western  New  York,  as  it  did  on 
my  father's  farm.  I  should  use  it  very  freely  if  we  could  get  it 
cheap  enough — but  we  are  charged  from  25  to  30  cts.  a  bushel  for 
it,  and  I  do  not  think  at  these  rates  it  will  pay  to  use  it.  Even  gold 
may  be  bought  to  dear. 

"You  should  burn  your  own  lime,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  you  have 
plenty  of  limestone  on  the  farm,  and  could  use  up  your  down 
wood." — I  believe  it  would  pay  me  to  do  so,  but  one  man  cannot 
do  everything.  I  think  if  farmers  would  use  more  lime  for  manure 
we  should  get  it  cheaper.  The  demand  would  increase  with  com- 
petition, and  we  should  soon  get  it  at  its  real  value.  At  10  to  15 
cents  a  bushel,  I  feel  sure  that  we  could  use  lime  as  a  manure  with 
very  great  benefit. 


"  I  was  much  interested  some  years  ago,"  said  the  Doctor,  "  in 
the  results  of  Prof.  -Way's  investigations  in  regard  to  the  absorp- 
tive powers  of  soils." 

His  experiments,  since  repeated  and  confirmed  by  other  chem- 
ists, formed  a  new  epoch  in  agricultural  chemistry.  Thc}^  afforded 
some  new  suggestions  in  regard  to  how  lime  may  benefit  land. 

Prof.  Way  found  that  ordinary  soils  possessed  the  power  cC  sep- 
arating, from  solution  in  water,  the  different  eartliy  and  alkaline 
substances  presented  to  them  in  manure;  thus,  wlicn  solutions  of 
salts  of  ammonia,  of  potash,  magnesia,  etc.,  were  made  to  filter 
10 
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slowly  through  a  bed  of  dry  soil,  five  or  six  inches  deep,  arranged 
in  a  flower-pot,  or  other  suitable  vessel,  it  was  observed  that  the 
liquid  which  ran  through,  no  longer  contained  any  of  the  ammonia 
or  other  salt  employed.  •  The  soil  had,  in  some  form  or  other,  re- 
tained the  alkaline  substance,  while  the  water  in  which  it  was  pre- 
viously dissolved  passed  through. 

Further,  this  power  of  the  soil  was  found  not  to  extend  to  the 
whole  salt  of  ammonia  or  potash,  but  only  to  the  alkali  itself.  If, 
for  instance,  sulphate  of  ammonia  were  the  compound  used  in  the 
experiments,  the  ammonia  would  be  removed  from  solution,  but 
the  filtered  liquid  would  contain  sulphuric  acid  in  abundance — 
not  in  the  free  or  uncombined  form,  but  united  to  lime;  instead  of 
sulphate  of  ammonia  w^e  should  find  sulphate  of  lime  in  the  solu- 
tion ;  and  this  result  Avas  obtained,  whatever  the  acid  of  the  salt 
experimented  upon  might  be. 

It  was  found,  moreover,  that  the  process  of  filtration  was  by  no 
means  necessary;  by  the  mere  mixing  of  an  akaline  solution  with 
a  proper  quantity  of  soil,  as  by  shaking  them  together  in  a  bottle, 
and  allowing  the  soil  to  subside,  the  same  result  was  obtained. 
The  action,  therefore,  was  in  no  way  referable  to  any  physical 
law  brought  into  operation  by  the  process  of  filtration. 

It  was  also  found  that  the  combination  between  the  soil  and 
the  alkaline  substance  was  rapid,  if  not  instantaneous,  partaking 
of  the  nature  of  the  ordinary  union  between  an  acid  and  an  alkali. 

In  the  course  of  these  experiments,  several  different  soils  were 
operated  upon,  and  it  was  found  that  all  soils  capable  of  profitable 
cultivation  possessed  this  property  in  a  greater  or  less  degeee. 

Pure  sand,  it  was  found,  did  not  possess  this  property.  The 
organic  matter  of  the  soil,  it  was  proved,  had  nothing  to  do  with 
it.  The  addition  of  carbonate  of  lime  to  a  soil  did  not  increase  its 
absorptive  power,  and  indeed  it  was  found  that  a  soil  in  which  car- 
bonate of  lime  did  not  exist,  possessed  in  a  high  degree  the  power 
of  removing  ammonia  or  potash  from  solution. 

To  what,  then,  is  the  power  of  soils  to  arrest  ammonia,  potash, 
magnesia,  phosphoric  acid,  etc.,  owing?  The  above  experiments 
lead  to  the  conclusion  that  it  is  due  to  the  clsy  which  they  contain. 
In  the  language  of  Prof.  Way,  however, 

"  It  still  remained  to  be  considered,  whether  the  whole  clay 
took  any  active  part  in  these  changes,  or  whether  there  existed  in 
clay  some  chemical  compound  in  small  quantity  to  which  the 
action  was  due.  This  question  was  to  be  decided  by  the  extent  to 
which  clay  was  able  to  unite  with  ammonia,  or  other  alkaline 
baces;  and  it  soon  became  evident  that  the  idea  of  the  clay  as  a 
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whole,  Deiog  the  cause  of  the  absorptive  property,  was  inconsis- 
tent with  all  the  ascertained  laws  of  chemical  combination." 

After  a  series  of  experiments,  Prof.  Way  came  to  the  conclusion 
that  there  is  in  claj^s  a  peculiar  class  of  double  silicates  to  which 
the  absorptive  properties  of  soil  are  due.  He  found  that  the  double 
silicate  of  alumina  and  lime,  or  soda,  whether  found  naturally  in 
soils  or  produced  artificially,  would  be  decomposed  when  a  salt  of 
ammonia,  or  potash,  etc.,  was  mixed  with  it,  the  ammonia,  or  pot- 
ash, taking  the  place  of  the  lime  or  soda. 

Prof.  Way's  discovery,  then,  is  not  that  soils  have  "  absorptive 
properties  " — that  has  been  long  known — but  that  they  absorb  am- 
monia, potash,  phosphoric  acid,  etc.,  by  virtue  of  the  double  sili- 
cate of  alumina  and  soda,  or  lime,  etc.,  which  they  contain. 

Soils  are  also  found  to  have  the  power  of  absorbing  ammonia, 
or  rather  carbonate  of  ammonia,  from  the  air. 

"  It  has  long  been  known,"  says  Prof.  Way,  "  that  soils  acquire 
fertility  by  exposure  to  the  influence  of  the  atmosphere — hence  one 
of  the  uses  of  fallows.  *  *  I  find  that  clay  is  so  greedy  of  ammonia, 
that  if  air,  charged  with  carbonate  of  ammonia,  so  as  to  be  highly 
pungent,  is  passed  through  a  tube  filled  with  small  fragments  of 
dry  clay,  every  particle  of  tin  g%s  is  arrested." 

This  i^ower  of  the  soil  to  absorb  ammonia,  is  also  due  to  the 
double  silicates.  But  there  is  this  remarkable  diS'erence,  that  while 
either  the  lime,  soda,  or  potash  silicate  is  capable  of  removing  the 
ammonia  from  solution,  the  lime  silicate  alone  has  the  power  of  ah- 
sorbing  it  from  the  air. 

This  is  an  important  fact.  Lime  may  act  beneficially  on  many 
or  most  soils  by  converting  the  soda  silicate  into  a  lime  silicate,  or, 
in  other  words,  converting  a  salt  that  will  not  absorb  carbonate  of 
ammonia  from  the  air,  into  a  salt  that  has  this  important  property. 

There  is  no  manure  that  has  been  so  extensively  used,  and  with 
such  general  success  as  lime,  and  yet,  "  who  among  us,"  remarks 
Prof.  Way,  "  can  say  that  he  perfectly  understands  the  mode  in 
which  lime  acts  ? "  We  are  told  that  lime  sweetens  the  soil,  by  neu- 
tralizing any  acid  character  that  it  may  possess ;  that  it  assists  ths 
decomposition  of  inert  organic  matters,  and  therefore  increases  the 
supply  of  vegetable  food  to  plants:  that  it  decomposes  the  remains 
of  ancient  rocks  containing  potash,  soda,  magnesia,  etc.,  occurring 
in  most  soils,  and  that  at  the  same  time  it  liberates  silica  from  these 
rocks;  and  lastly,  that  lime  is  one  of  the  substances  found  uni- 
formly anrt  in  considerable  quantity  in  the  ashes  of  plants,  that 
therefore  its  application  may  be  beneficial  simply  as  furnishing  a  ' 
material  indispensable  to  the  substance  of  a  plant. 
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Thess  explanations  are  no  doubt  good  as  far  as  they  go,  but 
experience  furuislies  many  facts  wliicli  cannot  be  explained  by  any 
one,  or  all,  of  these  suppositions.  Lime,  we  all  know,  does  much 
good  on  soils  abounding  in  organio  matter,  and  so  it  frequently 
does  on  soils  almost  destitute  of  it.  It  may  liberate  potash,  soda, 
silica,  etc.,  from  clay  soils,  but  the  application  of  potash,  soda,  and 
silica  has  little  beneficial  effect  on  the  soil,  and  therefore  we  can- 
not account  for  the  action  of  lime  on  the  supposition  that  it  ren- 
ders the  potash,  soda,  etc.,  of  the  soil  available  to  plants.  Further- 
more, lime  effects  great  good  on  soils  abounding  in  salts  of  lime, 
and  therefore  it  cannot  be  that  it  operates  as  a  source  of  lime  for 
the  structure  of  the  plant. 

None  of  the  existing  theories,  therefore,  satisfactorily  account 
for  the  action  of  lime.  Prof.  Way's  views  are  most  consistent  with 
the  facts  of  practical  experience;  but  they  are  confessedly  hypo- 
thetical ;  and  his  more  recent  investigations  do  not  confirm  the 
idea  that  lime  acts  beneficially  by  converting  the  soda  silicate  into 
the  lime  silicate. 

Thus,  six  soils  were  treated  with  lime  water  until  they  had  ab- 
sorbed from  one  and  a  half  to  two  per  cent  of  their  weight  of  lime. 
This,  supposing  the  soil  to  be  six  inches  deep,  would  be  at  the  rate 
of  about  300  bushels  of  lime  per  acre.  The  amount  of  ammonia  in 
the  soil  was  determined  before  liming,  after  liming,  and  then  after 
being  exposed  to  the  fumes  of  carbonate  ammonia  until  it  had  ab- 
sorbed as  much  as  it  would.  The  following  table  exhibits  the  results: 


Ammonia  in  1,000  jrrains  of  natural 
soil 

Ammonia  in  1,00J  grains  of  soil  afier 
liming 

Ammonia  in  ],000  grains  of  soil  after 
liming  and  exposure  to  the  vapor  of 
ammonia 

Ammonia  in  1,0)0  grains  of  soil  after 
exposure  to  ammonia  without  liming. 


No.  1.  No.  2.  No.  3.  No.  4. 'No.  5.  No.  6, 


0.203 
0.100 

2.226 
l.EOG 


0.181 
0.102 

2.060 
2.557 


0.035 
0.040 

3.297 
3.286 


0.109 
0.050 

1.076 
1.097 


0.127,0.033 
'0.051 

3.265    1.827 
2.015  12.023 


No.  1.  Surface  soil  of  London  clay. 

No.  2.  Same  soil  from  IJ  to  2  feet  below  the  surface. 

No.  3.  Same  soil  Si  feet  below  the  surface. 

No.  4.  Loam  of  tertiary  drift  4  feet  below  the  surface. 

No.  5.  Gaultclay — surface  soil. 

No.  6.  Gaiilt  clay  4  feet  below  the  surface. 

It  i3  evident  that  lime  neither  assisted  nor  interfered  with  the 

absorption  of  ammonia,  and  hence  the  beneficial  effect  of  liming 

on  such  soils  must  be  accounted  for  on  some  other  supposition. 

This  negative  result,  however,  docs  not  disprove  the  truth  of  Prof. 

Way's  hypotliesis,  for  it  may  be  that  the  silicate  salt  in  the  natural 

soils  was  that  of  lime  and  not  that  of  soda.     Indeed,  the  extent  to 
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which  the  natural  soils  absorbed  ammonia — equal,  in  No.  3,  to 
about  7,000  lbs.  of  ammonia  per  acre,  equivalent  to  the  quantity 
contained  in  700  tons  of  barn-yard  manure — shows  this  to  have 
been  the  case. 

The  lime  liberated  one-half  the  ammonia  contained  in  the  soil. 

"This  result,"  says  Prof.  Way,  "is  so  nearly  the  same  in  all 
cases,  that  we  are  justified  in  believing  it  to  be  due  to  some  special 
cause,  and  probably  it  arises  from  the  existence  of  some  compound 
silicates  containing  ammonia,  of  which  lime  under  the  circum- 
stances can  replace  one-half — forming,  for  instance,  a  double  sili- 
cate of  alumina,  with  half  lime  and  half  ammonia — such  com- 
pounds are  not  unusual  or  new  to  the  chemist." 

This  loss  of  ammonia  from  a  heavy  dressing  of  lime  is  very 
great.  A  soil  five  inches  deep,  weighs,  in  round  numbers,  500  tons, 
or  1,000,000  lbs.  The  soil.  No.  1,  contained  .0293  per  cent  of  am- 
monia, or  in  an  acre,  five  inches  deep,  293  lbs.  After  liming,  it 
contained  .016D  per  cent,  or  in  an  acre,  five  inches  deep,  169  lbs. 
The  loss  by  liming  is  134  lbs.  of  ammonia  per  acre.  This  is  equal 
to  the  quantity  contained  in  1200  lbs.  of  good  Peruvian  guano,  or 
12  .V  tons  of  barn -yard  manure. 

In  commentiug  on  this  great  loss  of  ammonia  from  liming. 
Prof.  Way  observes : 

"  Is  it  not  possible,  that  for  the  profitable  agricultural  use,  the 
ammonia  of  the  soil  is  too  tightly  locked  up  in  it  ?  Can  we  sup- 
pose that  the  very  powers  of  the  soil  to  unite  with  and  preserve 
the  elements  of  manure  are,  however  excellent  a  provision  of 
nature,  yet  in  some  degree  opposed  to  the  growth  of  the  abnormal 
crops  which  it  is  the  business  of  the  farmer  to  cultivate  ?  There 
is  no  absolute  reason  why  such  should  not  bo  the  case.  A  provision 
of  nature  must  relate  to  natural  circumstances ;  for  instance,  com- 
pounds of  ammonia  may  be  found  in  the  soil,  capable  of  giving  out 
to  the  agencies  of  water  and  air  quite  enough  of  ammonia  for  the 
growth  of  ordinary  plants  and  the  preservation  of  their  species ; 
but  this  supply  may  be  totally  inadequate  to  the  necessities  of  man. 
*  *  ■"  Now  it  is  not  impossible  that  the  laws  wliich  preserve  the 
supply  of  vegetable  nutrition  in  the  soil,  are  too  stringent  for  the 
requirements  of  an  unusual  and  excessive  vegetation,  such  as  the 
cultivator  must  promote. 

"  In  the  case  of  ammonia  locked  up  in  the  soil,  lime  may  be  the 
remedy  at  the  command  of  the  farmer — his  means  of  rendering 
immediately  available  stores  of  wealth,  which  can  otherwise  only 
slowly  be  brought  into  use. 

"In  thia- view,  lime  would  well  deserve  the  somewhat  vague 
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name  that  has  been  given  it,  namely,  that  of  a  '  stimulant ' ;  for  its 
application  would  be  in  some  sort  an  application  of  ammonia, 
■while  its  excessive  application,  by  driving  off  ammonia,  v^^ould 
lead  to  all  the  disastrous  effects  which  are  so  justly  attributed  to  it. 
"I  do  not  wish  to  push  this  assumption  too  far,"  says  Prof. 
"Way,  in  conclusion,  "  but  if  there  be  any  truth  in  it,  it  points  out 
the  importance  of  employing  lime  in  small  quantities  at  short  in- 
tervals, rather  than  in  large  doses  once  in  many  years." 

"  The  Squire,  last  year,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  drev/  several  hundred 
busliels  of  refuse  lime  from  the  kiln,  and  mixed  it  with  his  ma- 
nure. It  made  a  powerful  smell,  and  not  an  agreeable  one,  to  the 
passers  by.  He  put  the  mixture  on  a  twenty-acre  field  of  wheat, 
and  he  said  he  was  going  to  beat  you." 

"  Yes,"  said  I,  "  so  I  understood — but  he  did  not  do  it.  If  he 
had  applied  the  lime  and  the  manure  separately,  he  would  have 
stood  a  better  chance ;  still,  there  are  two  sides  to  the  question. 
I  should  not  think  of  mixing  lime  with  good,  rich  farm-yard  ma- 
nure; but  with  long,  coarse,  strawy  manure,  there  would  be  less 
injury,  and  possibly  some  advantage." 

"The  Squhe,"  said  the  Deacon,  "got  one  advantage.  He  had 
not  much  trouble  in  drawing  the  manure  about  the  land.  There 
was  not  much  of  it  left." 

Lime  does  not  alwaj^s  decompose  organic  matter.  In  certain 
conditions,  it  will  preserve  vegetable  substances.  We  do  not  want 
to  mix  lime  with  manure  in  order  to  preserve  it;  and  if  our  object 
js  to  increase  fermentation,  we  must  be  careful  to  mix  sufficient  soU 
with  the  manure  to  keep  it  moist  enough  to  retain  the  liberated 
ammonia. 


Many  farmers  who  use  lime  for  the  first  time  on  wheat,  are  apt 
to  feel  a  little  discouraged  in  the  spring.  I  have  frequently  seen 
limed  wheat  in  the  spring  look  worse  than  where  no  lime  Vv^as 
used.  But  wait  a  little,  and  you  will  see  a  change  for  the  better, 
and  at  harvest,  the  lime  will  generally  give  a  good  account  of  itself. 

There  is  one  thing  about  lime  which,  if  generally  true,  is  au  im- 
portant matter  to  our  wheat-growers.  Lime  is  believed  to  hasten 
the  maturity  of  the  crop.  "  It  is  true  of  nearly  all  our  cultivated 
crops,"  says  the  late  Professor  Johnston,  "  but  especiall}^  of  those 
of  wheat,  that  their  full  growth  is  attained  more  speedily  when 
the  land  is  limed,  and  that  they  are  ready  for  the  harvest  from 
ten  to  fourteen  days  earlier.     This  is  the  case  even  with  buck- 
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wheat,  which  becomes  sooner  ripe,  though  it  yields  no  larger  a 
return  when  lime  is  applied  to  the  land  on  which  it  is  grown." 

In  districts  where  the  midge  affects  the  wheat,  it  is  exceedingly 
important  to  get  a  variety  of  wheat  that  ripens  early ;  and  if  lime 
will  lavor  early  maturity,  without  checking  the  growth,  it  will  be 
of  great  value. 


A  correspondent  in  Delaware  writes :  "  I  have  used  lime  as  a 
manure  in  various  ways.  For  low  land,  the  best  way  is,  to  sow  it 
broadcast  while  the  vegetation  is  in  a  green  state,  at  the  rate  of  40 
or  50  bushels  to  the  acre;  but  if  I  can  not  use  it  before  the  frost 
kills  the  vegetation,  I  wait  until  the  land  is  plowed  in  the  spring, 
when  I  spread  it  on  the  plowed  ground  in  about  the  same  quantity 
as  before.  Last  year,  I  tried  it  both  ways,  and  the  result  was,  my 
crop  was  increased  at  least  fourfold  in  each  instance,  but  that 
used  on  the  vegetation  was  best.     The  soil  is  a  low,  black  sand." 

A  farmer  writes  from  New  Jersey,  that  he  has  used  over 
6,000  bushels  of  lime  on  his  farm,  and  also  considerable  guano  and 
phosphates,  but  considers  that  the  lime  has  paid  the  best.  His 
farm  has  more  than  doubled  in  real  value,  and  he  attributes  this 
principally  to  the  use  of  lime. 

"  We  lime,"  he  says,  "  whenever  it  is  convenient,  but  prefer  to 
put  it  on  at  least  one  year  before  plowing  the  land.  We  spread 
from  25  to  40  bushels  of  lime  on  the  sod  in  the  fall ;  plant  with 
corn  the  following  summer;  next  spring,  sow  with  oats  and 
clover;  and  the  next  summer,  plow  under  the  clover,  and  sow 
with  wheat  and  timothy.  We  have  a  variety  of  soils,  from  a 
sandy  loam  to  a  stiff  clay,  and  are  certain  that  lime  will  pay  on 
all  or  any  of  them.  Some  of  the  best  farmers  in  our  County  com- 
menced liming  when  the  lime  cost  25  cts.  a  bushel,  and  their  farms 
are  ahead  yet,  more  in  value,  I  judge,  than  the  lime  cost.  The 
man  who  first  commences  using  lime,  will  get  so  far  ahead,  while 
his  neighbors  are  looking  on,  that  they  will  never  catch  up." 

Another  correspondent  in  Hunterdon  Co.,  N.  J.,  writes:  "Ex- 
perience has  taught  me  that  the  best  and  most  profitable  mode  of 
applying  lime  is  on  grass  land.  If  the  grass  seed  is  sown  in  the 
fall  with  the  wheat  or  rye,  which  is  the  common  prtictice  with  us 
in  New  Jersey,  as  soon  as  the  harvest  comes  ofT  the  next  year,  we 
apply  the  lime  with  the  least  delay,  and  while  fresh  slacked  and  in 
a  dry  and  mealy  state.  It  can  be  spread  more  evenly  on  the 
ground,  and  is  in  a  state  to  be  more  readily  taken  up  by  the  fine 
roots  of  the  plants,  than  if  allowed  to  get  wet  and  clammy.  It  is 
found  most  beueficlal  to  keep  it  as  near  the  surface  of  the  ground 
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as  practicable,  as  the  specific  gravity  or  weight  of  this  mineral 
manure  is  so  great,  that  we  soon  find  it  too  deep  in  the  ground  for 
the  fibrous  roots  of  plants  to  derive  the  greatest  possible  benefit 
from  its  use.  With  this  method  of  application  are  connected  sev- 
eral advantages.  The  lime  can  be  hauled  in  the  fall,  after  the 
busy  season  is  over,  and  when  spread  on  the  sod  in  this  way,  comes 
in  more  immediate  contact  with  the  grass  and  grass-roots  than 
when  the  land  is  first  plowed.  In  fields  that  have  been  limed  in 
part  in  this  manner,  and  then  plowed,  and  lime  applied  to  the 
remainder  at  the  time  of  planting  with  corn,  I  always  observe  a 
great  ditterence  in  the  corn-crop;  and  in  plowing  up  the  stubble 
the  next  season,  the  part  limed  on  the  sod  is  much  mellower  than 
that  limed  after  the  sod  was  broken,  presenting  a  rich  vegetable 
mould  not  observed  in  the  other  part  of  the  field." 

A  farmer  in  Chester  Co.,  Pa.,  also  prefers  to  apply  lime  to  newly- 
seeded  grass  or  clover.  He  puts  on  100  bushels  of  slaked  lime  per 
acre,  either  in  the  fall  or  in  the  spring,  as  most  convenient.  He 
limes  one  field  every  year,  and  as  the  farm  is  laid  off  into  eleven 
fields,  all  the  land  receives  a  dressing  of  lime  once  in  eleven  years. 


In  some  sections  of  the  country,  where  lime  has  been  used  for 
many  years,  it  is  possible  that  part  of  the  money  might  better  be 
used  in  the  purchase  of  guano,  phosphates,  fish-manure,  etc. ;  while 
in  this  section,  where  we  seldom  use  lime,  we  might  find  it  great- 
ly to  our  interest  to  give  our  land  an  occasional  dressing  of  lime. 

The  value  of  quick-lime  as  a  manure  is  not  merely  in  supplying 
an  actual  constituent  of  the  plant.  If  it  was,  a  few  pounds  per 
acre  would  be  sufficient.  Its  value  consists  in  changing  the  chem- 
ical and  physical  character  of  the  soil — in  developing  the  latent 
mineral  plant-food,  and  in  decomposing  and  rendering  available 
organic  matter,  and  in  forming  compounds  which  attract  ammonia 
from  the  atmosphere.  It  may  be  that  we  can  purchase  this  am- 
monia and  other  plant-food  cheaper  than  we  can  get  it  by  using 
lime.  It  depends  a  good  deal  on  the  nature  and  composition  of 
the  soil.  At  present,  this  question  can  not  be  definitely  settled, 
except  by  actual  trial  on  the  farm.  In  England,  where  lime  was 
formerly  used  in  large  quantities,  the  tendency  for  some  time  has 
been  towards  a  more  liberal  and  direct  use  of  ammonia  and  phos- 
phates in  manures,  rather  than  to  develop  them  out  of  the  soil  by 
the  use  of  lime.  A  judicious  combination  of  the  two  S3-stems  will 
probably  be  found  the  most  profitable. 


Making  composts  with  old  sods,  lime,  and  barn-yard  manure,  is 
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a  time-lionored  practice  in  Europe.  I  have  seen  excellent  results 
from  the  application  of  such  a  compost  on  meadow-laud.  The 
usual  plan  is,  to  select  an  old  hedge-row  or  headland,  which  has 
lain  waste  for  many  years.  Plow  it  up,  and  cart  the  soil,  sods, 
etc.,  into  a  long,  narrow  heap.  Mix  lime  with  it,  and  let  it  lie  six 
months  or  a  year.  Then  turn  it,  and  as  soon  as  it  is  fine  and  mel- 
low, draw  it  on  to  the  land.  I  have  assisted  at  making  many  a 
heap  of  tills  kind,  but  do  not  recollect  the  proportion  of  lime  used; 
in  fact,  I  question  if  we  had  any  definite  rule.  If  we  wanted  to 
use  lime  on  the  land,  we  put  more  in  the  heap ;  if  not,  less.  The 
manure  was  usually  put  in  when  the  heap  was  turned. 

Dr.  Vcelcker  analyzed  the  dry  earth  used  in  the  closets  at  the 
prison  in  Wakefield,  England.     He  found  that : 

Nitro-  Phosplior- 

gen.  ic  Acid. 

10  tons  of  dry  earth  before  using  contained 63  lbs.  36  lbs. 

10  tons  of  dry  earth  after  being  used  once  contained. ..  74    "  50   " 

10  tons  of  dry  earth  after  being  used  twice  contained..  84    "  88   " 

10  tons  of  dry  earth  after  being  used  thrice  contained.  103    "  102  " 

After  looking  at  the  above  figures,  the  Deacon  remarked  :  "You 
say  10  tons  of  dry  earth  before  being  used  in  the  closet  contained 
03  lbs.  of  nitrogen.  How  much  nitrogen  does  10  tons  of  barn- 
yard manure  contain  ?  " 

"That  depends  a  good  deal  on  what  food  the  animals  eat.  Ten  tons 
of  average  fresh  manure  would  contain  about  80  lbs.  of  nitrogen." 

"  Great  are  the  mysteries  of  chemistry !  "  exclaimed  the  Deacon. 
"Ten  tons  of  dry  earth  contain  almost  as  much  nitrogen  as  10 
tons  of  barn-yard  manure,  and  yet  you  think  that  nitrogen  is  the 
most  valuable  thing  in  manure.     What  shall  we  be  told  next  ?" 

"  You  will  be  told.  Deacon,  that  the  nitrogen  in  the  soil  is  in 
such  a  form  that  the  plants  can  take  up  only  a  small  portion  of  it. 
But  if  you  will  plow  such  land  in  the  fall,  and  expose  it  to  the 
disintegrating  effects  of  the  frost,  and  plow  it  again  in  the  spring, 
and  let  the  sun  and  air  act  upon  it,  more  or  less  of  the  organic 
matter  in  the  soil  will  be  decomposed,  and  the  nitrogen  rendered 
so]ul)le.  And  then  if  you  sow  this  land  to  wheat  after  a  good 
summer- fallow,  you  will  stand  a  chance  of  having  a  great  crop." 

This  dry  earth  which  Dr.  Vcelcker  analyzed  appeared,  he  says, 
"  to  be  ordinary  garden  soil,  containing  a  considerable  portion  of 
clay."  After  it  had  been  passed  once  through  the  closet,  one  ton 
of  it  was  spread  on  an  acre  of  grass-land,  which  produced  2  tons 
8  cwt.  of  hay.  In  a  second  experiment,  one  ton,  once  passed 
through  the  closet,  produced  3  tons  7  cwt.  of  hay  per  acre.  We 
are  not  told  how  much  hay  the  land  produced  without  any  dress- 
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ing  at  all.  Still  we  may  infer  that  this  top-dressing  did  considera- 
ble good.  Of  one  thing,  however,  there  can  be  no  doubt.  This  one 
ton  of  earth  manure  contained  only  li  lb.  more  nitrogen  and  l^lb. 
more  phosphoric  acid  than  a  ton  of  the  dry  earth  itself.  Why 
then  did  it  prove  so  valuabb  as  a  top-dressing  for  grass  ?  I  will 
not  say  that  it  was  due  solely  to  the  decomposition  of  the  nitro- 
genous matter  and  other  plant-food  in  the  earth,  caused  by  the 
working  over  and  sifting  and  exposure  to  the  air,  and  to  the  action 
of  the  night-soil.  Still  it  would  seem  that,  so  far  as  the  beneficial 
effect  was  due  to  the  supply  of  plant-food,  we  must  attribute  it  to 
the  earth  itself  rather  than  to  the  small  amount  of  night-soil 
which  it  contained. 

It  is  a  very  common  thing  in  England,  as  I  have  said  before,  for 
farmers  to  make  a  compost  of  the  sods  and  earth  from  an  old 
hedge-row,  ditch,  or  fence,  and  mix  with  it  some  lime  or  barn- 
yard manure.  Then,  after  turning  it  once  or  twice,  and  allow- 
ing it  to  remain  in  the  heap  for  a  few  months,  to  spread  it  on 
meadow-land.  I  have  seen  great  benefit  apparently  derived  from 
such  a  top-dressing.  The  young  grass  in  the  spring  assumed  a 
rich,  dark  green  color.  I  have  observed  the  same  effect  where 
coal-ashes  were  spread  on  grass-land ;  and  I  have  thought  that 
the  apparent  benefit  was  due  largely  to  the  material  acting  as  a 
kind  of  mulch,  rather  than  to  :ts  supplying  plant-food  to  the  grass. 


I  doubt  very  much  whether  we  can  afford  to  make  such  a  com- 
post of  earth  with  lime,  ashes,  or  manure  in  this  country.  But  I 
feel  sure  that  those  of  its  having  rich  clay  land  containing,  in  an 
inert  form,  as  much  nitrogen  and  phosphoric  acid  as  Dr.  Yoslcker 
found  in  the  soil  to  be  used  in  the  earth-closet  at  Wakefield,  can 
well  afford  to  stir  it  freely,  and  expose  it  to  the  disintegrating  and 
decomposing  action  of  the  atmosphere. 

An  acre  of  dry  soil  six  inches  deep  weighs  about  1,000  tons ;  and 
consequently  an  acre  of  such  soil  as  we  are  talking  about  would 
contain  6,300  lbs.  of  nitrogen,  and  3,C00  lbs.  of  phosphoric  acid.  In 
other  words,  it  contains  to  the  depth  of  only  six  inches  as  much 
nitrogen  as  would  be  furnished  by  775  tons  of  common  barn-yard 
manure,  and  as  much  phosphoric  acid  as  900  tons  of  manure. 
With  such  facts  as  these  before  us,  am  I  to  blame  for  urging  farmers 
to  cultivate  their  land  more  thoroughly?  I  do  not  know  that  my 
land  or  the  Deacon's  is  as  rich  as  this  English  soil ;  but,  at  any  rate, 
I  see  no  reason  why  such  should  not  be  the  case. 
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CHAPTER     XXIX. 
MANURES    FOR    BARLEY. 

Messrs.  Lawes  and  Gilbert  have  published  the  results  of  experi- 
ments with  different  manures  on  barley  grown  annually  on  the 
same  land  for  twenty  years  in  succession.  The  experiments  com- 
menced in  1852. 

The  soil  is  of  the  same  general  character  as  that  in  the  field  on 
the  same  farm  whei'e  wheat  was  grown  annually  for  so  many 
years,  and  of  which  we  have  given  such  a  full  account.  It  is  what 
we  should  call  a  calcareous  clay  loam.  On  mj^  farm,  we  have 
what  the  men  used  to  call  "  clay  spots."  These  spots  A^arj^  in  size 
from  two  acres  down  to  the  tenth  of  an  acre.  They  rarely  pro- 
duced even  a  fair  crop  of  corn  or  potatoes,  and  the  barley  was  sel- 
dom worth  harvesting.  Since  I  have  drained  the  land  and  taken 
special  pains  to  bestow  extra  care  in  plowing  and  -working  these 
hard  and  intractable  portions  of  the  fields,  the  "clay  spots"  have 
disappeared,  and  are  now  nothing  more  than  good,  rather  stiff,  clay 
loam,  admirably  adapted  for  wheat,  barley,  and  oats,  and  capable 
of  producing  good  crops  of  corn,  potatoes,  and  mangel-wurzels. 

The  land  on  which  Mr.  Lawes'  wheat  and  barley  experiments 
were  made  is  not  dissimilar  in  general  character  from  these  "clay 
spots."  If  the  land  was  only  half-worked,  we  should  call  it  clay; 
but  being  thoroughly  cultivated,  it  is  a  good  clay  loam.  Mr. 
Lawes  describes  it  as  "  a  somewhat  heavy  loam,  with  a  subsoil  of 
raw,  yellowish  red  clay,  but  resting  in  its  turn  upon  chalk,  which 
provides  good  natural  drainage." 

The  part  of  the  field  devoted  to  the  experiments  was  divided 
into  24  plots,  about  the  fifth  of  an  acre  each. 

Two  plots  were  left  without  manure  of  any  kind. 

One  plot  was  manured  everj^  year  with  14  tons  per  acre  of  farm- 
yard manure,  and  the  other  plots  "with  manures,'' to  quote  Dr. 
Gilbert,  "  which  respectively  supplied  certain  constituents  of  farm- 
yard manure,  separately  or  in  combination." 

In  England,  the  best  barley  soils  are  usually  lighter  than  the 
best  wheat  soils.  This  is  probably  due  to  the  fact  that  barley 
usually  follows  a  crop  of  turnips — more  or  less  of  which  arc  eaten 
off  on  the  land  by  sheep.  The  trampling  of  the  sheep  compresses 
the  soil,  and  makes  even  a  light,  sandy  one  firmer  in  texture. 

In  lliis  country,  our  best  wheat  land  is  also  oiir  best  barley 
land,  provided  it  is  in  good  heart,  and  is  very  thoroughly  worked. 


228 


TALKS    O^    ATANUEES. 


It  is  no  use  sowing  barley  on  heavy  land  half  worked.  It  will  do 
better  on  light  soils  ;  but  if  the  clayey  soils  are  made  fine  and  mel- 
low, they  produce  with  us  the  best  barley. 

In  chemical  composition,  barley  is  quite  similar  to  wheat.  Mr. 
Lawes  and  Dr.  Gilbert  give  the  composition  of  a  wheat-crop  of  80 
bushels  per  acre,  1,800  lbs.  of  grain,  and  3,000  lbs.  of  straw;  and 
of  a  crop  of  barley,  40  bushels  per  acre,  2,080  lbs.  grain,  and  2,500 
lbs.  of  straw,  as  follows : 


In  Grain. 

In  Straw.  ■ 

In  Total  Produce. 

Wheat. 

Barley. 

Wheat. 

Barley. 

Wheat. 

Barley. 

Nitrogen 

Phosphoric  acid. 
Potash 

lbs. 

32. 

16. 

9.5 

1. 

3.5 

0.5 

lbs. 
S3. 
17. 
11.5 

1.5 

4. 
12. 

lbs. 
13. 

7. 
20.5 

9. 

3. 
99.5 

lbs. 
12. 

5. 

18.5 
10.5 

2.5 
6.i. 

lbs. 
45. 
23. 
30. 
10. 
6.5 
100. 

lbs. 
45. 
22. 
30. 
12. 

Magnesia 

Silica 

6.5 
75. 

A  few  years  ago,  when  the  midge  destroyed  our  wheat,  many 
farmers  in  Western  New  York  raised  "winter  barlej^,"  instead>of 
"  winter  wheat,"  and  I  have  seen  remarkably  heavy  crops  of  this 
winter  barley.  It  is  not  now  grown  with  us.  The  maltsters  would 
not  pay  as  much  for  it  as  for  spring  barley,  and  as  the  midga 
troubles  us  less,  our  farmers  are  raising  winter  wheat  again. 

Where,  as  with  us,  we  raise  winter  wheat  and  spring  barley,  the 
difference  between  the  two  crops,  taking  the  above  estimate  of 
yield  and  proportion  of  grain  to  straw,  would  be : 

1st.  Almost  identical  composition  in  regard  to  nitrogen,  phos- 
phoric acid,  potash,  lime,  and  magnesia  ;  but  as  it  has  more  straw, 
the  wheat-crop  removes  a  larger  amount  of  silica  than  barley. 

2d.  The  greatest  difference  is  in  the  length  of  time  the  two 
crops  are  in  the  ground.  We  sow  our  winter  wheat  the  last  of 
August,  or  the  first  and  second  week  in  September.  Before  win- 
ter sets  in,  the  wheat-plant  often  throws  out  a  bunch  of  roots  a 
foot  in  length.  During  the  winter,  though  the  thermometer  goes 
down  frequently  to  zero,  and  sometimes  10°  to  15°  below  zero,  yet 
if  the  land  is  well  covered  with  snow,  it  is  not  improbable  that  the 
roots  continue  to  absorb  more  or  less  food  from  the  ground,  and 
store  it  up  for  future  use.  In  the  spring,  the  wheat  commences  to 
grow  before  we  can  get  the  barley  into  the  groand,  though  not  to 
any  considerable  extent.  I  have  several  times  sown  barley  as  soon 
as  the  surface-soil  was  thawed  out  five  or  six  inches  deep,  but  with 
a  bed  of  solid  frozen  earth  beneath. 

3d.  Two-rowed  barley  does  not  ripen  as  early  as  winter  wheat, 
but  our  ordinary  six-rowed  barley  is  ready  to  harvest  the  same 
time  as  our  winter  wheat. 
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4tli.  We  sow  our  barley  usually  in  May,  and  harvest  it  ia  July, 
The  barley,  therefore,  has  to  take  up  its  food  rapidly.  If  we  ex-' 
pect  a  good  growth,  we  must  provide  a  good  supply  of  food,  and 
have  it  in  the  proper  condition  for  the  roots  to  reach  it  and  absorb 
it;  in  other  words,  the  land  must  be  not  only  rich,  but  it  must  be 
so  well  worked  that  the  roots  can  spread  out  easily  and  rapidly  in 
search  of  food  and  water.  In  this  country,  you  will  find  ten  good 
wheat-growers  to  one  good  barley-grower. 

"That  is  so,"  said  the  Deacon;  "but  tell  us  about  Mr.  Lawes' 
experiments.  I  have  more  confidence  in  them  than  in  your  spec- 
ulations. And  first  of  all  what  kind  of  land  was  the  barley  grown 
on?" 

"  It  is,"  said  I,  "rather  heavy  land — as  heavy  as  what  the  men 
call  '  clay-spots,'  on  my  farm." 

"  And  on  those  clay-spots,"  said  the  Deacon,  "you  either  get 
very  good  barley,  or  a  crop  not  worth  harvesting." 

"  You  have  hit  it  exactly,  Deacon,"  said  I.  "  The  best  barley  I 
bave  this  year  (1878)  is  on  these  clay-spots.  And  the  reason  is, 
that  we  gave  them  an  extra  plowing  last  fall  with  a  three-horse 
plow.  That  extra  plowing  has  probablj^  given  me  an  extra  30 
bushels  of  barley  per  acre.  The  barley  on  some  of  the  lighter  por- 
tions of  the  field  will  not  yield  over  25  bushels  per  acre.  On  the 
clay-spots,  it  looks  now  (June  13)  as  though  there  would  be  over 
50  bushels  per  acre.  It  is  all  headed  out  handsomely  on  the  clay- 
spots,  and  has  a  strong,  dark,  luxuriant  appearance,  while  on  the 
sand,  the  crop  is  later  and  has  a  yellow,  sickly  look." 

"  You  ought,"  said  the  Doctor,  "  to  have  top-dressed  these  poor, 
sandy  parts  of  the  field  with  a  little  superphosphate  and  nitrate 
of  soda." 

"  It  would  have  paid  wonderfullj^  well,"  said  I,  "  or,  perhaps, 
more  correctly  speaking,  the  loss  would  have  been  considerably 
less.  We  have  recently  been  advised  by  a  distinguished  Avritcr,  to 
apply  manure  to  our  best  land,  and  let  the  poor  land  take  care  of 
itself.  But  where  the  poor  land  is  ii  the  same  field  with  the  good, 
we  are  obliged  to  plow,  harrow,  cultivate,  sow,  and  harvest  the 
poor  spots,  and  the  question  is,  whether  we  shall  make  them  capa- 
ble of  producing  a  good  crop  by  the  application  of  manure,  or  be 
at  all  the  labor  and  expense  of  putting  in  and  harvesting  a  crop 
of  chicken-feed  and  weeds.  Artificial  manures  give  us  a  grand 
chance  to  make  our  crops  more  uniform." 

"  You  are  certainly  right  there,"  said  the  Doctor,  "but  let  us 
examine  the  Rothamstcd  experiments  on  barley." 

You  will  find  the  results  in  the  followuig  tables.     The  manures 
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used,  arc  in  many  respects  tlie  same  as  were  adopted  in  tlie  wheat 
experiments  already  given.  The  mineral  or  ash  constituents  were 
supplied  as  follows : 

Potash — as  sulphate  of  potash. 
Soda — as  sulphate  of  soda. 
Magnesia — as  sulphate  of  magnesia. 
Lime — as  sulphate,  phosphate,  and  superphosphate. 
PJiosphorio  acid — as  bone-ash,  mixed  with  sufficient  sulphuric 
acid  to  convert  most  of  the  insoluble  earthy  phosphate  of 
lime  into  sulphate  and  soluble  superphosphate  of  lime. 
Sulphuric  acid — in  the  pbosphatic  mixture  just  mentioned ;  in 
sulphates  of  iiotash,  soda,  and  magnesia ;  in  sulphate  of  am- 
monia, etc. 
Chlorine — in  muriate  of  ammonia. 
Silica — as  artificial  silicate  of  soda. 
Other  constituents  were  supplied  as  under : 
Nitrogen — as  sulphate  and  muriate  of  ammonia;  as  nitrate  of 

soda :  in  farm-yard  manure ;  in  rape-cake. 
Non-nitrogenous  organic  matter,  yielding  by  decomposition,  car- 
bonic acid,  and  other  products — in  yard  manure,  in  rape-cake. 
The  artificial  manure  or  mixture  for  each  plot  was  ground  up,  or 
otherwise  mixed,  with  a  sufiicient  quantity  of  soil  and  turf-ashes 
to  make  it  up  to  a  convenient  measure  for  equal  distribution  over 
the  land.  The  mixtures  so  prepared  were,  with  proper  precautions, 
sown  broadcast  by  hand ;  as  it  has  been  found  that  the  application 
of  an  exact  amount  of  manure,  to  a  limited  area  of  land,  can  be 
best  accomplished  in  that  way. 

The  same  manures  were  used  on  the  same  plot  each  year.     Any 
exceptions  to  this  rule  are  mentioned  in  foot-notes. 
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Experiments  on  the  Growth  op  Barley,  tear  after  tear,  on  the 

same  land,  without  manure,  and  with  different  descriptions 

OP  Manure.    Hoos  Field,  Eothajnisted,  England. 

TABLE  I.— snowixG,  taken   together  with  the  foot-notes,  the  description  and 

QUANTITIES  OF   TUB   MANURES  APPLIED  PER  ACRE   ON   EACU  PLOT,  IN  EACH 
YEAR  OF   THE  TWENTY,  1S52-1S71   INCLUSIVE. 

[N.  B.  This  table  has  reference  to  all  the  succeedrng  Tables]. 


Plots. 


1  O. 

2  O. 

3  O. 


1  A. 

2  A. 

3  A. 


fl  A\. 

I  2  AA. 

B  •!  3  AA. 


fl  AAS. 
2  AAS. 


MANUKES  PEK  ACRE,  PER  ANNUM  (unlens  Otherwise  stated  I 
in  the  foot-notes) . 


Plots. 


TJnmanured  continuously 

3X  cwts.  Superphosphate  of  Lime  * 

200  lbs.  f  Sulphate  of  Potass,  100  lbs.  t  Sulphate  Soda,  100  lbs. 
Sulphate  Magnesia 

200  lbs.  t  Sulpliate  Potass.  100  lbs.  t  Sulphate  Soda,  100  lbs. 
Sulphate  Magnesia,  3><  cwts.  Superphospuate 

200  lbs.  Ammonia-salts  5 

203  lbs.  Ammonia-salts,  S\4  cwts.  Superphosphate 

200  lbs.  Ammonia-salts,  2u0  lbs.  t  Sulphate  Potass,  100  lbs.  t 
Sulphate  Soda,  100  lbs.  Sulphate  .Magnesia 

201;)  lbs.  Ammonia  salts,  200  lbs.  t  Sulphate  Potass,  100  lbs.  t 
Sulphate  Soda,  100  lbs.  Sulphate  Magnesia,  314  cwts.  Su- 
perphosphate   

'5  lbs.  Nitrate  Soda 

D  lbs.  Nitrate  Soda,  3K  cwts.  Suoerphosphate 

275  lbs.  Nitrate  Soda,  200  lbs.  t  Siilphate  Potass,  ICO  lbs.  t 
Sulphate  Soda,  100  lbs.  Sulphate  Magnesia 

275  lbs.  Niti-ate  Soda,  2C0  lbs.  t  Sulphate  Potass,  108  lbs.  t 
Sulphate  Soda,  100  lbs.  Sulphate  Magnesia,  3)4  cwts.  Su- 
perphosphate  

275  lbs.  Nitrate  Soda,  400  lbs.  IT  Silicate  Soda 


Su- 


273  lbs.  Nitrate  Soda,  400  lbs.  "ir  Silicate  Soda,  SK  cwt, 

I  I    perphosphate 

n  \  3  AAS.  |275  lbs.  Nitrate  Soda,  400  lbs.  IT  Silicate  Soda.  200  lbs.  t  Sul- 
phate Potass,  100  lbs.  t  Sulphate  Soda,  100  lbs.  Sulphate 

I  I    Magnesia 

L4  AAS.  '275  lbs.  Nitrate  Soda,  400  lbs.  H  Silicate  Soda,  200  lbs.  t  Sul- 

I    phate  Potass,  100  lbs.  t  Sulphate  Soda,  100  lbs.  Sulphate 

I    Magnesia,  3X  cwts.  Superphosphate 

1000  lbs.  Eape-cake 

1000  lbs.  Rape-cake,  3K  cwts.  Superphosphate 

1000  lbs.  Rape-cake,  200  lbs.  t  Sulphate  Potass,  lOO  lbs.  t  Sul- 
phate Soda,  100  lbs.  Sulphate  Magnesia 

1000  lbs.  Rape-cake,  200  lbs.  t  Sulphate  Potass,  100  lbs.  J  Sul- 
phate Soda,  100  lbs.  Sulphate  Magnesia,  3-^  cwts.  Super- 
phosphate   

2;5  lbs.  Nitrate  Soda 

273  lbs.  Nitrate  Soda  (550  lbs.  Nitrate  for  5  years,  1853, 4,  5,  6, 
and  7) 

180  lbs.  tt  Sulphate  Sodi,  100  lbs.  Sulphate  Magnesia,  3'A 
cwts.  Superphosphate  tcommencing  1855 ;  1852,  3,  and  4, 
unmanured) 

200  lbs.  t  Sulphate  Potass,  3)<  cwts.  Superphosphate  ( 2C0  lbs. 
Ammonia-salts  also,  for  the  first  year,  1852,  only) 

200  lbs.  t  Sulphate  Potass,  3><  cwts.  Superphosphate,  200  lbs. 
Ammonia-salts 

D  nmanured  continuously 

Ashes  I  burnt-soil  and  turf ) 

14  Tons  Farmyard-Manure 


fl  C. 

2  C. 

3  C. 

[4  c. 


ttUg: 


5  0. 

5  A. 


1  0. 

2  O. 


4  O. 

1  A. 

2  A. 

3  A. 


4  A. 

1  AA. 

2  AA. 


4  AA.J 

1  AAS. 


AAS. 


4  AAS. 

1  CI 

2  C. 

3  C.  r» 


4  C.J 
1  N., 


M. 
5  O. 


5  A. 

7 


■tt 


NOTES  TO  TABLE  1. 

*"3K  cwts.  Sujierphosphate  of  Lime '—in  all  cases,  made  from  200  lbs.  Bone- 
ash,  150  Ins.  Sulphuric  acid  sp.  gr.  1.7  land  wateri. 

t  Suliihate  Potass— 300  lbs.  per  annum  for  the  first  6  years,  1S52-7. 

i  Sulphate  Soda -200  lbs.  per  anuum  for  the  lirst  0  years,  1832-7. 

§  The  •'  Ammonia-salts  "—In  all  cases  equal  parts  of  Sulphate  and  Muriate  of  Am- 
monia of  Commerce. 

il  Plots  "AA"  aud  "AAS"— first  6  years,  1852-7,  instead  of  Nitrate  of  Soda,  400 
lbs.  Ammonia-salts  per  annum;  next  10  years,  1858-67,200  lbs.  Ammonia-salts  per 
auiium  ;  isns,  and  since,  275  lbs.  Nitrate  of'Soda  per  annum.  275  lbs.  Nitrate  of  Puda 
is  reckoned  loCiiilaiu  tlie  same  amount  of  Xitrogea  as  200  lbs.  " -Ammoina-salls." 

II  Plots  "AAS"— the  applicailon  of  Silicates  diil  not  commence  until  ISGl;  la 
'Gl-5-(;,  and  7,  2110  lbs.  Silicate  of  Soda  and  2tM  lbs.  Silicate  of  Lime  were  applied  per 
acre',  but  in  18t;s,  aud  since,  lOO  lbs.  Silicate  of  Soila,  and  no  Silicate  of  Lliuo.  These 
plots  comprise,  respectively,  one  half  of  the  original  "  A  A  "  plots,  and,  except  lag  the 
addiiioii  of  the  Silicates,  have  been,  and  arc,  in  other  respects,  manured  in  the  aamo 
way  as  tlie  "  A.\  "  plots. 

••  2000  lbs.  !;a!)e-cake  per  annum  for  the  first  G  years,  and  lOnO  lbs.  only,  each  year 
Elnce.  1-|- ;!00  lbs.  Suljil'.ate  Potass,  aud  3';  cwts.  Superpliosplialc  of  Liiiie,  witlioiit 
Nitrate  of  Soda,  lie;  lir-i  year(is.32);  Nitrate  alouu  each  year  biuce.  ii  Sulphate 
Soda- 200  lbs.  per  annum  Ib.io,  C,  aud  7. 
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Experiments   on   the  Gkowth  op  Baelet,  Tear  after  Tear,  on 

Ti02«"a  of  Manure,  Hoo3 

TABLE  II. — DRESSED 

[N.B.  The  double  vertical  lines  show  that  there  was  a  change  in  the  deecrip- 

Table  /.,  and  foot-notes 


Hakyebte 

. 

-2 

S5 

1852 

1853 

1854 

1855 

1856 

1857 

1858 

1859  1860  186118621863 

bushels. 

bush. 

bush. 

bus 

bus 

bush. 

bush. 

bus  bus 

bus  bus  bus 

1  0. 

27'^ 

25?^ 

35 

31 

137^ 

265.i 

211/r 

13x1 13  V4 

16 14116X22,''^ 

2  0. 

235'^ 

33>^ 

40% 

36M 

17?f 

33  W 

2H^;f 

19%il5?4  25    I217g'32% 

3  O. 

26  J^ 

27?^ 

36,Y 

34%f 

16% 

32 

2414 

157^  15i4il87^1l9?4  27% 

4  0. 

32  Ji 

35% 

42 

37>8 

19X 

3954 

3078 

19,54  18,14  29%  2514  33 

Moans 

2S3i 

30% 

333^ 

ax 

17 

32?4 

26,14 

1714  15%  22%  2034:2878 

1  A. 

387^ 

38% 

4734 

44  }< 

25 

3878 

31;^ 

15%'26%'30i^ 

31%  142% 

2  A. 

S3% 

40^8 

«UJ< 

473^ 

ay'^ 

56;^ 

51% 

34,1^  43?8  55 

48%  61% 

3  A. 

36 

36>^ 

50 

441^ 

)lii% 

42;'8  1 

34 '4 

1678  28    13234  35,14148% 

4  A. 

40K 

3314 

60% 

48=^ 

31=4 

57%  ! 

ol]4 

34%;43X,64%  47%55% 

Means 

38,^ 

33% 

5154 

4514 

28j^ 

48?4 

42ii 

25%35%'43J4  40?4  52>^ 

1  AA. 

44.V 

40%f 

56% 

48 

36  U- 

49  ?4 

39% 

21)^^25% '35     |31X'49 

2  AA. 

43  3i 

4214 

63 '4 

50"^ 

31 }« 

66  ,V 

5514 

357^  43i4!55,?4  51     j60X 

3  AA. 

41 M 

41 'i 

51'/i 

47  W 

iio% 

4973 

40% 

20%'30J4|3678  30 14  54 

4  AA. 

45  }i 

44>^ 

62,'4 

49% 

37% 

6478 

56  >4 
4Si'J 

35?4^46i4 
28% '36% 

557g;48M59,itr 
457b  41,'^  5534 

Means 

43  ?£ 

42  Ks 

58  .V 

487^ 

32% 

57  ?4 

1  AAS. 

2  AAS. 

3  AAS. 

4  AAS. 



— 

Means 

1 

1         j 

1  0. 

39 1| 

39'^ 

60  J4 

48X  3654 

641^ 

53=f 

38J4  3134  56X 

41 

51 7„' 

2  C. 

35;^ 

381^ 

60% 

53 '4  371/4 

6214 

57% 

41     i36?4  5678 

45 

55 

3  0. 

33  J^ 

35'-.^ 

56 '/2 

4878,32% 

6OI4I 

.52 

34%  35'4  51%'i36 

53  i< 

4  C. 

33 

40}^ 

60 '4 

51?4 

35% 

63J4I 

57% 

35     [40,54  53%  45;!^ 

54X 

Means 

36X 

37% 

59)^ 

50% 

35),' 

63 '4 

53 

37'4  36;4'54i/s417| 

1 

53% 

1  N. 

f  (237^)  j 

34^^ 

49'^^ 

50 

23i<,: 

47',' 

375.,' 

2478  27%  881435;^  51  !<| 

2  N. 

37  Ji 

'oiU 

49% '42 

58    1 

437^ 

20X  2934 

41%  33%  5371 

M. 

1 

3214  1S?4 

24K 

257a 

low 

10% 

27%23=„''28% 

5  O. 

(ST^O  1 

27  vr 

30.!'4 

32?^  19  !s 

3158 

25% 

161^ 

10% 

28%  17%  291.; 

5  A. 

3'JJs' 

40,4 

51 7i 

4778  33;i 

51,'8 

48,% 

33  >8' 

39 

49%  4653  51;^ 

«u 

29 

&6',- 

35>4 

37«|15% 

34',' 

2614 

17% 

12M 

16%  18i<r  2714 

25!^ 

2t:'8 

33>4 

36}4ll5% 

3i;i 

25>4 

1434 

1218 

1778  10    |28% 

7 

33 

331  8 

r.6'B 

mi  321^ 

5114 

55 

40 

41% 

54% 

4934 

59!<r 

(1)  Averages  of  4  years,  4  years,  and  8 
last  10  years, 


years.  (^)  Averages  of  9  years, 

and  total  17  years.  (-)  Averages 
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THE  SAME  Land,  ttithout  JIanube,  and  -with  different  descrip- 

FlELD,    ROTnAMSTED,  ENGLAND. 
CORN  PER  ACRE— bushels. 

tion,  or  quantity,  of  Manure,  at  the  period  indicated,  for  particulars  of  which  see 
thereto,  p.  231.] 


Harvests. 

Ateragb  Annual. 

18C4 

1865 

1S66 

18G7 

1863 

1869 

1870 

1871 

1 

§  i  • 

1,-.! 

■2 

■bush. 

24 
30  Ji 
20 'a 
3314 

bus 
18 

22>' 

2a 

24% 

bush. 

1578 

22%' 
19^ 
24 

bus 

17% 
24% 
17 
207s' 

bush. 

15% 
187^ 
1414 
17% 

bus 

15%' 
18% 
18% 
22% 

bus 

13% 
18 
16% 
18% 

bus  1 
16%' 
23J„- 
19% 
25 

bushels. 
22% 
2778 
24=4' 
30/2 

bush. 

17% 
23% 
2038' 
24,% 

bushels. 
20 

257.r 
22% 

27% 

1  0. 

2  0. 

3  0. 

4  0. 

28% 

21% 

20% 

19;^ 

16% 

18% 

16% 

31%' 

26% 

21% 

2378- 

Means 

58/2 
43  7i 
55% 

297s 
48?^ 
33^^ 
46% 

271/8 
50% 
27/2 
47 

30% 

44 

33 

437^ 

20,%' 
37%' 
25 
24% 

277^ 
48 
34% 
49% 

27?^ 
41% 
307^ 
38 

36% 

45 'a' 

383o' 
46% 

33?^ 
45% 
35 
467^ 

31% 
48% 
35 
46,% 

32% 
47 
35 
40% 

1  A. 

2  A. 

3  A. 

4  A. 

49K8 

39% 

381^ 

377^ 

29?^ 

39% 

34/2 

41% 

40% 

40% 

40% 

Moans 

41  ?4 
56 's 

44:^ii 
50% 

33% 

47;i 

3416 
4Sjg 

29% 
50:'i 
29% 
507^ 

29% 

44% 
3276 
45 

27 

44 

27% 

45,% 

32  Ji 
48% 
3378 
497^ 

41 

34% 
4973 
407^ 
51% 

29% 
40% 
32% 
44% 

39.% 

46% 
367s' 
46 

897.{ 
487^ 
38% 
49% 

34% 
49=^ 
36 '0 
49% 

37 

49,1:^ 

37% 
49% 

1  AA. 

2  AA. 

3  AA. 

4  AA. 

497^  ;41Ji 

40% 

38 

36 

29% 
447^ 
30%' 
46%' 

38%  42 

35    |48%' 
44%  497<f 
42%  48% 
47%  j  487c 

44% 

42% 

43% 

Means 

50 
59;^ 

34  7i 
4754 
41 
50'/2 

3778'    323i 
51%'    44 
417^    39% 
50%  |45% 

r37% 
,,,149% 
I^M43!8' 

151%' 

367^ 
47% 
42 
48% 

37     1 

48%  1  n) 
427a  r  ^  ' 
50     J 

1  AAS. 

2  AAS. 

3  AAS. 

4  AAS. 

52 

43?i; 

45%'  ;40J.i 

30% 

44%  42%  j  48% 

45% 

43% 

mi 

Means 

48^8 
51% 
49% 
53 

45 

463^ 
48% 

48;^ 

47 

45%  !38% 
471^  !45% 
4378'  138% 
48%  |42% 

37 
3514 
35 '„ 
36i.i 

42';; '41% 

IS',  n^ 

44 

11% 

47/0 

47 
47% 
44 
47% 

43% 

45% 
43'^ 
47% 

45% 

46% 

mi 
47% 

1  C. 

2  C. 

3  C. 

4  C. 

50% 

46% 

41% 

3578' 

46% '41% 

44% 

43'„' 
45>i 

22',  < 
20" 
44,ii 

18% 

24;4 

54% 

46% 

45 

45?i 

Means 

4mi 

40  .'4 

25''^ 
20  V 
50% 

62 

37 
39  7i 

19% 

23 

4S% 

21 
1914 

52% 

34% 
41 

10 

22 '.<f 
4378 

Wi 
17% 

53!^ 

33 

30?^ 

20  K 
10% 
3478 

16?;; 
19% 

45% 

257<< 
25% 

14% 

1.5 

36%' 

15% 
1571! 

J3% 

3514 '34% 
38%  40% 

165n6'„' 
23%  14% 
4978  41% 

147^5% 
15%  15.'^ 

46%  47% 

,2>,(37% 
'^142% 

,(3)  (22 Vs 

ir')  (24*,, 

43%' 

25 
237i 

45 

37%' 
407^ 

20% 

21 'a' 

4474' 

18,'^ 
20 

51,% 

41%  f^^ 

21V)    (3) 

22%)   (■') 
44,'o' 

22 

2%% 

48% 

1  N. 

2  N. 

M. 
.5  0. 
5  A. 

2}" 
7 

(185.3-'61\  last  10  years,  and  totil  19  years, 
of  9  years  (18.J3-'01),  last  10  years,  and  total 


(3)  Averages  of  7  years  (1S55-'01), 
19  years. 
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Talks  on  manukks. 


Experiments  oh  the  Gbowtii  of  Bablet,  tear  after  tear,  on  the 

Manure.    Hoos 


TAEIjB  ni. — WOSIGHT  PEB 


(N.B.  The  doutle  vertical  lines  show  tliat  thera  was  a  change  in  the  description, 

Table  I.,  and  foot  notes, 


HARVESTS. 

1 

1853' 

1833 

1834 

1855 

1856 

1857 

1S58 

1859 

1860  ISOl  1802 

1803 

lbs. 

53.6 
54.2 
54.5 
54.8 

1  o. 

2  0. 

3  O. 

4  O. 

lbs. 
53.1 
53.6 
53.5 

51.5 

lbs. 
51.4 
53.6 
51.9 
52.1 

lbs. 
.5.J.6 
51.0 
53.6 
54.0 

lbs. 
53.4 
52.5 
52.9 
53.1 

lbs. 
49.1 
46.5 
48.5 
47.0 

lbs. 
52.0 

52.8 

52.51 
53. 7 1 

lbs. 
53.0 
54.0 
53.5 
54.0 

lbs. 'lbs.!  lbs.  libs. 
49.0  50.8  52.3j50.3 
53.0  C.0.5  53.3:  52.0 
49.5  50.3  .52.8  51.8 
52.5  51.3|  54.0  52.0 

Means 

53.3 

52.0 

53.8 

53.7 

47.8 

52.8      53.6 

50.8!  50.7!  53.1 

1 

51.5 



49.4 
53.5 
50.5 
54.0 

64.3 

53.6 
55.3 
54.3 
£6.5 

1  A. 

2  A. 

3  A. 

4  A. 

50.7 
50.5 
50.9 
51.4 

53.4 
52.5 
53.6 
53.1 

53.6 

54.3 
54.0 
54.3 

51.8 
51.3 
53.3 
52.0 

48.5 
46.3 
49.1 
46.4 

51.9 
54.3 
52.11 
54.81 

53.0 
53.8 
54.0 
54.0 

47.5 
51.0 
47.5 
51.0 

50.8 
51.0 
50.8 
51.1 

51.5 
53.5 
.51.5 
54.0 

Means 

50.9 

53.7 

54.1 

51.8 

47.  G 

53.3 

53.7 

49.3 

50.9 

52.6 

51.9 

54.9 

1  AA. 

2  AA. 

3  AA. 

4  AA. 

49.1 
49.5 
50.  G 
50.0 

51.3 
51.7 
51.3 
51.4 

52.8 
52.4 
53.1 
52.1 

50.6 
.50.1 

.50.2 
48.9 

48.3 
46.1 
47.3 
45.4 

53.0 
63.5 
62.1 
53.9 

53.5 
.53.3 
53.9 
53.5 

47.5 
50.7 
47.5 
50.5 

,50.7' 51.8 

51.3  53.5 

50.4  51.5 
51.0,53.5 

50.9  52.6 

50.0 
51.4 
51.5 
54.0 

52.5 

53.9 
55.7 
51.5 
56.4 

56.1 

Means 

EO.O 

51.4 

52.6 

50.0 

46.8 

52.9  1   53.6 

J9.1 

1  AAS. 

2  AAS. 

3  AAS. 

4  AAS. 

1 





66.3 
56.4 
56.8 
56.7 

Means 

i 

1  C. 

2  C. 

3  C. 

4  C. 

51.7 
51.8 
51.3 
51.4 

51.3 
51.6 
51.5 
50.4 

52.9 
52.8 
52.6 
53.8 

50.5 
.50.0 
50.6 
49.5 

46.1 
47.3 
46.6 
46.3 

53.2 
53.8 

54.1 
54.11 

53.5 
53.8 
53.5 
53.1 

52.0  52.0  54.0 
51.5  51.5  54.1 
51.7  51.8  53.5 
51.0|  51.1  54.3 

5-1.5 
55.3 
53.5 
51.0 

Mc.ins 

51.6 

51.2 

53.8 

50.2 

46.  G 

53.8      53.2 

51.6  51.6 

54.0,54.3 

56.6 

53.4 
53.9 

53.8 
54.1 
65.6 

54.0 
54.1 

67.2 

1  N. 

2  N. 

M. 
5  0. 
5  A. 

[(51.7)] 

(51.0)  1 
51.0 

5^.0 
53.0 

.52.8 

151.3 
[49.7 

51.8 
53.3 

50.3 
50.9 

51.6 

53.3 
53.1 

53.8 

53.8 
C3.6 

53.9 

52.0 
50.1 

53.6 
52.6 
51.5 

62.5 
52.6 

B2.9 

50.0 

48.4 

40.3 
47.5 
40.6 

.50.0 
50.0 

47.1 

52.9 
53.01 

.52.6 
53.4 
51.5 

.52.3 
52.3 

54.2 

53.5 
54.0 

53.6 

.^4.0 
54.0 

53.1 
53.1 

54.5 

48.0'51.0 
48.5  51.1 

49.5  51.0 
51.0'f>1.0 
51.0  51.2 

48.5  61.3 

47.5  51.0 

52.5  52.1 

52.0 
51.8 

53.8 
,53.3 
53.0 

52.0 

c« 

,54.8 

,51.5 
51.3 

52.8 
51.5 
,  52.0 

'51.8 
52.0 

54.8 

(')  Averages  of  4  years,  4  years,  and  8  years.  (')  Averages  of  9  years 

last  10  years,  and  total  17  years.        (^)  Averages 
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SAME  Land,  -without  Manure,  and  with  different  descriptions  of 
Field,  Rothamsted. 

BUSUEL   OF   DEESSED   CORN — IbS. 

or  quantity,  of  Manure,  at  the   period  indicated,  for  particulara  of  which  Boe 
thereto,  p.  231.] 


nAEVESTS. 

AvEEAQE  Annual. 

1864 

1865  1336 

lbs.  fibs. 
5.3.9  51.1 
53.8  53.2 
51.5  52.3 
54.0;  52.7 

51.1  52.3 

1837 

lbs. 
51.8 
53.9 
52.9 
53.6 

53.1 

1SC8 

1809 

1870 

1871 

'« 
•S 

e£oS 

§ 

^ 

lbs. 
55.7 
56.8 
56.9 
57.3 

lbs. 
54.3 
55.8 
55.7 
55.3 

lbs. 
52.4 
54.3 
54.7 
54.6 

lbs. 
52.9 
53.6 
54.3 
55.6 

54.1 

lbs. 
55.0 
66.0 
55.4 
55.6 

lbs. 
51.6 
52.0 
51.8 
52.3 

lbs. 
53.1 
64.4 
54.3 
54.0 

lbs. 
52.3 
53.2 
53.0 
53.4 

1  O. 

2  O. 

3  0. 

4  O. 

56.7 

55.3 

54.0 

55.5 

52.0 

54.1 

53.0 

Means 

55.4 
57.0 

56.4 
57.6 

53.8  50.9 
52.7,54.4 
54.7  52.1 
53.5^54.7 

51.3 
54.1 
51.9 
54.3 

53.3 
54.6 
54.8 
55.6 

52.4 
57.0 
54.0 
57.4 

54.6 
57.2 
55.4 
57.1 

55.6 
55.0 
56.1 
56.5 

51.2 
51.8 
51.5 
52.2 

61.6 

53.0 
65.1 
64.1 
55.7 

.52.1 
53.5 
52.8 
54.0 

1  A. 
i  2  A. 

3  A. 

4  A. 

56.6 

53.7  53  0 

53.5  50.9 
52.3  55.0 
54.8:51.4 
53.3|55.4 

52.9 

,52.4 
51.1 
51.9 
54.6 

54.6 

55.4 

56.1 

55.8 

54.5 

53.1 

Meana 

55.5 
57.2 
56.5 
57.6 

53.7 
55.6 
55.1 
56.0 

53.1 
57.2 
53.7 
57.1 

54.5 
56.9 
54.6 
57.1 

54.1 
55.9 
54.3 
50.3 

50.8 
51.2 
£0.8 
51.1 

51.0 

53.2 

55.4 
53.8 
55.8 

54.6 

52.0 
53.3 
52.3 
53.4 

52.8 

1  AA. 

2  AA. 

3  AA. 

4  AA. 

56.7 

53.5  53.2 

54.2  51.8 
52.4  55.6 
54.8^52.5 
53.1:5.5.3 

53.6153.8 

i 

53  8  55.1 

53.3  .5.5.7 
53.3  .55.3 
53. 5 1 55. 6 

53.3 

53.5 
55.1 
.53.0 
54.1 

53.9 

54.4 
5.5.0 
51.7 
54.8 

55.1 

54.2 
56.2 
.55.5 
56.2 

55.5 

55.3 

54.8 
57.4 
50.6 
57.8 

56.7 

55.8 

55.0 

,57.4 
55.9 
57.8 

56.5 

55.2 

54.6 

55.0 
53.8 
55.4 

54.9 

Means 

56.1 
57.2 
57.2 
57.0 

56.9 

r,53.9 
/n  J  55.1 
^  -'  1  54.4 

[54.9 

64.0 

54.6 
66.7 
5.5.5 
56.8 

55.9 

54.31 
55.9  Ln 
55.0  p) 
55.8  J 

55.2 

1  AAS. 

2  AAS. 

3  AAS. 

4  AAS. 

Means 

57.1 
57.0 
57.3 
57.2 

.50.2 
50.1 
.5.5.8 
55.4 

56.7 
57.1 
57.1 
57.4 

57.5 
57.8 
57.6 
58.0 

56.3 
56.4 
50.3 
50.4 

51.7 
51.7 
51.7 
51.4 

51.6 

55.8 
50.0 
55.8 
55.9 

55.9 

53.8 
53.9 
53.7 
53.6 

.53.8 

52-7  Im 
52.7  r^ 

,53.2)  (3) 
,53.4;  (■') 
53.3 

.52.5 
.52.0 

54.3 

1  C. 

2  C. 

3  C. 

4  C. 

57.1  J53.5  55.4 

51.7 

.52.9 
52.7 

53.9 
51.0 
55.2 

.52.0 
52.5 

.54.8 

55.9 

.52.8 
55.5 

51.0 

5'i.4 
57.5 

53.5 
53.8 

57.1 

57.1 

54.3 
51.8 

54.0 
55.0 
57.5 

52.8 
52.9 

56  4 

57.7 

50.4 

Means 

56.0 
56.5 

56.3 
57.6 
5r.5 

56.0 
55.8 

57.4 

.54.1 
5J.8 

54.4 
54.5 
54.1 

53.0 
53.9 

54.4 

52.0 
52.3 

.52.9 
.53.4 
54.8 

51.3 
51.8 

51.9 

5.5.6 
55.8 

55.3 
55.9 
57.3 

54.0 
54.6 

57.1 

54.0 
54.0 

55.0 
.5.5.1 
55.5 

.5.5.4 
54.9 

66.6  1 

(')  (51.8 

(•')  (.52.0 

51.9 

,51.5 
51.6 

.52.6 

53.7 
54.2 

.54.2 

,54.8 
55.7 

,53.5 
63.6 

,50.0 

1  N. 

2  N. 

M. 
5  O. 
5  A. 

7 

(18.53- 61X  last  10  years,  and  trial 
of  9  years  (1853-01),  last  10  years, 


19  years.  (')  Averages  of  7  years  (1S55-'C1), 

and  total  19  years. 
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TALKS    O:^   MANUP-ES. 


EXPEBIMENTS  ON  THE  GEOWTH  OP  BAELET,  TeAB  AETEE  TeAB,  ON  THB 

Manube.    Hoos 

TABLE    IV. — OFFAL 

[N.B.  The  double  vertical  lines  show  that  there  was  a  change  in  the  description, 

Table  /.,  and  foot-notes 


HARVESTS 

1 

1852 

1853 

1854 

1855 

1856 

1857 

1858 

1859  1860 

1861 

1863  1863 

lbs. 

lbs. 

lbs. 

lbs. 

lbs. 

lbs. 

lbs. 

lbs. 

lbs. 

lbs. 

lbs. 

lbs. 

1.  0. 

1G4 

225 

84 

144 

131 

93 

86 

110 

78 

88 

64 

49 

2.  O. 

100 

101 

101 

69 

58 

106 

103 

159 

84 

78 

114 

58 

3.  O. 

183 

151 

04 

76 

129 

61 

96 

85 

78 

88 

73 

M 

4.  0. 

136 

160 

105 

94 

83 

53 

103 

160 

74 

58 

117 

57 

Means 

146 

159 

89 

96 

102 

78 

93 

129 

78 

78 

93 

269 

55 
116 

1.  A. 

218 

253 

201 

138 

219 

113 

98 

184 

1,50 

170 

2.  A. 

260 

244 

150 

184 

121 

88 

114 

274 

1.59 

130 

191 

99 

3.  A. 

252 

336 

197 

177 

180 

91 

96 

175 

115 

109 

269 

108 

4.  A. 

273 

274 

138 

142 

125 

70 

117 

253 

150 

110 
130 

150 
220 

81 
101 

Means 

251 

277 

173 

160 

161 

91 

106 

233 

143 

1.  AA. 

209 

303 

326 

204 

310 

135 

88 

215 

109 

173  !  296  !  110  i 

2.  A  A. 

315 

251 

329 

181 

233 

133 

134 

320 

118 

190 

1.33 

143 

3.  A  A. 

318 

236 

334 

212 

2!)0 

108 

118 

265 

123 

138 

364 

95 

4.  AA. 

246 

301 

273 

150 

176 

183 

143 

285 

1  141 

179 

191 

66 

Means 

294 

273 

316 

187 

252 

140 

121 

271 

123 

170 

246 

103 

1  AAS. 

2  AAS. 

3  AAS 

4  AAS. 



Means 

1 

1 

1  C. 

170 

263 

178 

219 

173 

135 

103 

225 

120  1  154  1 154 

85 

2  C. 

101 

376 

238 

195 

161 

109 

148 

171 

156 

1.5i) 

128 

100 

3  C. 

ISO 

296 

2-18 

1S3 

1H9 

156  1 

105 

236 

115 

204 

190 

71 

4  C. 

144 

277 

227 

222 

205 

168  1 

125 

350 

153 

204 

174 

66 
83 

Means 

1C7 

304 

223 

205 

183 

157 

120 

246 

136 

178 

161 

1  N 

}  (°^^)] 

283 

199 

128 

245 

99 

119 

205 

146 

225 

245 

120 

2  N. 

223 

2SG 

224 

193 

151  1 

110 

235 

179 

190 

216 

114 

M. 

I 

36 

94 

no 

1  84 

85 

75 

78 

198 

46 

5  0. 

(ITS)  1 

G8 

113 

CO 

96 

101 

71 

110 

73 

73  i  193 

41 

5  A. 

173 

210 

170 

126 

151 

63 

154 

163 

193 

188  210 

81 

ff  i  1 

120 

200 

144 

116 

152 

73 

84 

121 

88 

73  75   51 

^12 

118 

161 

119 

73 

125 

105 

81 

127 

95 

67  194   05 

7 

101 

260 

86 

109 

141 

134 

121 

260 

147 

190  208   OC 

(')  Averacjes  of  4  years,  4  years,  and  8  years.  (")  Averages  of  9  years 

last  10  years,  and  total  17  years.    (')  Averages 
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SAME  LA'SD,  TVITnOUT   MANUKE,  AND  WITH  DIFFERENT  DESCEIPTION3  OF 

Field,  Kotiiamsted. 

CORN  PER  ACRE — Ibs. 

or  quantity,  of  Manure,  at  tlio  period  indicated,  for  particulars  of  which,  see 
thereto,  p.  231.] 


(185.3-611,  last  10  yoarfl.  and  total  19  years.        P)  Averages  of  7  years  (ISod-'Cl), 
of  'J  years  (loOG-'Cl),  last  10  years,  and  total  10  years. 
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TALKS    OX   MANUBES. 


Experiments  on  the  Gbowth  of  Baelet,  Teak  after  Tear,  on  the 

Manure.     Hoos 

TABLE    v.  — STEA-W 

N.B.  The  double  vertical  lines  show  that  there  was  a  change  in  the  descrip- 

Table  1.,  and  foot-notes 


Habvebts. 

1853 

1853 

1854 

1855  1856 

1857 

1858 

1859 

1S60  1861 

1862  1863 

1  0. 

2  0. 

3  O. 

4  0. 

Cwts. 
16^3- 
16,^ 
IBxV 
19.^ 

cwts. 
18 
171^ 
17%' 
2014 

cwts. 
21% 
23% 
20% 
23,% 

cwt 
17% 
17% 
IT^ 
IS 

cwt 

8% 
8% 
'AM 
9% 

cwts. 
12% 
15% 
15 
17% 

cwts. 
10% 
14% 
12% 
16% 

cwt 

12% 
95i 
12% 

cwt 

73^ 
8% 
8% 
9% 

cwt  cwt  cwt 
11     1  9%ill% 
13%  12%  15% 
11%- 10%:  13% 
15%13i%!l5% 

Means 

mi 

18J4 

23%' 

17% 

9 

15% 

13>4 

10% 

S%jl2%ll%  13% 

1  A. 

2  A. 

3  A. 

4  A. 

26 

23?^ 
277^ 

23% 
25X 
25% 
28% 

30% 
40% 
33% 
40>^ 

24% 
29% 
27X 
31  " 

17% 
21% 
17% 
21% 

17% 
26% 

21%  1 
27%  1 

15% 
28% 
17% 
29% 

llx% 

24% 
13% 
27% 

14%'l9%20%'21% 
25%, 29%  33%  34 
16.%  1211^  23%  26% 
26%  30;/„  31%  32 

Means 

25  ,V 

25}i 

36% 

23 

19;^ 

23X 

22% 

19% 

20%  25%  26%j28,%' 

1  AA. 

2  AA. 

3  AA. 

4  AA. 

267^ 
28% 
26% 
28,% 

26  Jo' 
28% 
2714 
31% 

37  ?i  :33% 
44%   '38% 
37%  134 
49       39% 

24% 
31% 
26% 
33 

231,4 
32% 
26     1 
36%  1 

19% 
325^ 
22'^ 
35% 

14% 
26'^ 
16% 
30% 

13% '22     !21%'25i^ 
24%  31%  311/2  32% 
18%'24%24%j277(; 
29     33%  33%  34% 

Means 

273^ 

23% 

42%    36% 

28% 

29% 

27^ 

21% 

21%  27%  27%  30 

1  AAS. 

2  AAS. 

3  AAS. 

4  AAS. 

Means 

1 

1 

IC. 

2  C. 

3  C. 

4  C. 

245^ 
23^4: 
21% 
24% 

26% 

25% 
2514 
27X 

43% 
44% 
41% 
42% 

mi 
35% 
37% 

26 
31% 
26% 
30>^ 

33% 
33% 
30% 
331^ 

30% 
33% 
30% 
35 

26% 
28% 
25% 
29^ 

17% 
20% 
20% 
22% 

277s' 
30% 
30% 
31 

36 

27% 
23% 
28% 

28% 
30% 
29,% 
30% 

Means 

23>/, 

26% 

43% 

30%- 

285^ 

32=3 

32% 

27%  20% 

30 

26% 

2971 

1  N. 

2  N. 

M. 
5  O. 

5  A. 

°  j2 
7 

[(15%)-j 

(25!'8)  1 
25% 

IT'i 
14  V 

18V 

23  >a' 
25%' 

15% 

16% 

15.% 

22% 

33% 
38 '4 

29% 
35% 

22% 
20% 

S7% 

27 

33% 

15% 
14% 
31 

18% 
16% 

27% 

19% 
28% 

10% 
10% 
22% 

19% 

245^ 
32    1 

10?^ 
13% 
27% 

16% 

14% 

2.3% 

20% 
23% 

12% 
12,% 
28% 

13 

11  ?8' 

31%' 

18% 
21% 

1078 
lOV 

26,^3 

11% 
10 

28% 

16%  27% 
18%  29% 

7%  15% 
678  17  W 
25%  31% 

7%''  9% 
7%  10 

25',<.31% 

24% 
24% 

14% 
10% 
31% 

10,% 
11% 

34% 

30% 
297s' 

19% 

15% 
34 

13% 
14% 

33% 

0)  Averages  of  4  years,  4  years,  and  8  years. 
last  10  years,  and 


(-1  Averages  of  9  years 
total  17  years.       C)  Averages 
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SAME  Land,  without  Manube,  and  with  diffeeent  desceiptions  of 

Field,  Rothamsted. 

(and  chaff)  per  acre— cwts. 

tion,  or  quantity,  of  Manure,  at  the  period  indicated,  fo» particulars  of  which  see 

thereto,  p.  231.] 


Harvests. 

Average  Annual. 

1 

1 

ci 

.-A 

■2 

£:; 

iafi4 

1865 

1866 

1867 

laas 

1869  1870 

1871 

■S'l 

■«  =0- 

f^  |P 

S  «  • 

S^e-! 

cwt 

is^Ki^p 

^rit- 

Sss 

cwts. 

cwt 

cwts. 

cwt 

cwts. 

cwt  cwt| 

cwts. 

cwts.  1    cwts.     1 

12?< 

8V 

9"o 

101-,- 

11% 

11 

6% 

11 

13,%' 

loy 

n.% 

1 0. 

15  ?i 

9'.i; 

125^ 

12'-f 

9% 

10?;; 

8 

12% 

14% 

11 '« 

13?„^ 

2  0. 

13^^ 

Q-fr 

lOK 

10%' 

8% 

11 

8Jrf 

11;^ 

13% 

10?.£ 

12% 

3  0. 

16?^ 

10 

12% 

12 

10% 

12% 

9% 

14 

16% 

12% 

14% 

4  0. 

14% 

9K 

IIM 

11% 

9% 

IIM 

e% 

12J<< 

12% 
23% 

14^ 

11% 

12.%' 

Means 

20% 

13 

155^ 

nx 

12« 

18K 

19?^ 

17% 

18/2 

1  A. 

32>^ 

21 5,; 

28 1< 

28^-,; 

19?^ 

32 

17% 

28% 

27% 

27/, 

27% 

2  A. 

W^ 

16 

16?i 

19 'v 

14% 

20?^ 

15 

25% 

21% 

199^ 

20% 

3  A. 

34?i 

22>^ 

27?8^ 

25;^ 

^0% 

34% 

18% 

321/2 

28% 

23 

28% 

4  A. 

265^ 

183^ 

21X 

22,?^ 

16?i 

26% 
2m 

16 

17% 

2714 
26  ?< 

24/2 

23% 

23% 
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233i 

Ifi 

17?< 

171,' 

14'/, 

24 

20%' 

22% 

1  AA. 

33-3   !23 

2S>^ 

30 '< 

21% 

34% 

239^'32'„ 

31% 

29% 

SO  54 

2  AA. 

2BJi   Il7 

18^ 

20  3  f 

16!:^ 

223^ 

20%;  25% 

25% 

22,y 

24 

3  AA. 

37K 

24Je' 

2SM 

28?^ 

25%' 

38>a' 

181^ 

32% 

34?:i 

30>3' 

32?^ 

4  AA. 

30)6 

mi 

23>o' 

2414 

19% 

293:^ 

20K 
17 

2914 
293^ 

29 

25%' 

27% 

Means 

2fiV„' 

22?;; 

20% 

18  W 

ir.% 

23?( 

r2i% 

217a' 

21%"1 

1  AAS. 

33  !4 

231;,- 

im( 

29U 

251^ 

37% 

20% 

36V„ 

mj29% 

29% 

25%'  (  >•  -' 

2  AAS. 

30  M- 

20?;; 

25 

23% 

22 

30% 

20  !< 

31% 

261a 

3  AAS. 

40  M 

25/2 

29'/, 

2854 

26,% 

42/, 

20% 

38 

131 

32 

31%  J 

4  AAS. 

32=^ 

22% 

26?^ 

24% 

22%^ 

33>^ 

195^ 

33?i 

26% 

27% 

27 

Means 

2GH  \2l)4 

24 '.B^ 

25K 

19% 

27 

17Jf  27/, 

29?„' 

24% 

26% 

1  C. 

31 Js    21 J^ 

24/, 

25^;; 

19% 

33';; 

17%27% 

S0% 

26 

28% 

2  C. 

31       ,22 

24?^ 

22?^ 

103,< 

.30  M 

18% '30% 

28?^ 

25  '.;' 

27% 

3  C. 

34ji; 

22 

27>^ 

241^ 

21% 

35%' 

20%  32 

31% 

275i 

29% 
28 

4  C. 

31 

21% 

25% 

24?g 

19J^ 

31% 

18/2'29% 

30% 

25J£ 

Moans 

24  i<  'iS'/i 

21% 

21% 

18% 

24 

13^29 14 

^\m 

221/, 

22%  l(o. 
261a'  i  •■  '' 

1  N. 

2--?i 

21  ji 

23% 

21  ?i 

17>8' 

27% 

10%  31/2 

24/2 

2  N. 

13';; 

9?J 

12'„' 

12 

10%' 

11% 

8%  145i 

(2)  (ii'i 

123f 

12»,0  (3> 

M. 

14';; 

10?.f 

10  i^ 

10% 

8 '4 

15'/i 

4?i  13 '„ 

i*)  (13% 

11% 

12%)  (<) 

5  0. 

33Ji 

'-^1% 

23 

22i?8 

20%' 

30%' 

21%  20% 

■<•'  ,a 

28% 

28 

5  A. 

135;; 

8?:f 

10 -i 

9% 

lOX 

9'„' 

7?i  13 

14 

V)H 

12%^ 

Ii» 

13% 

»% 

9/2 

10% 

10% 

10% 

7%^13s^ 

13 

11J4 

12%' 

S'i'A 

25% 

3i)<r 

27  J^ 

24,1^ 

'28?.^ 

mi  37% 

26=^ 

297^ 

2S>.i 

7 

(1853-611,  last  10 
of  9  years  (1S53- 


ycars.  and  t0t.1l  19  years. 
61),  last  10  years,  and  total 


(3^  Averages  of  7  years  (1855-'61), 
19  years. 
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The  produce  of  barley  the  first  season  (1853),  was,  per  acre : 

On  the  unmanured  plot 27?  bushels 

With  superphosphate  of  lime 2SI  " 

"     potash,  soda,  and  magnesia 26j  " 

"         "          "                 "         and  superphosphate 32l  " 

"     14  tons  barn-yard  manure S3  " 

"     200  lbs.  ammonia-salts  alone 361-  " 

"          "                      "         and  superphosphate ssi  " 

"          "                      "        and  potash,  soda,  and  magnesia  36  " 
"          "                      "        and  superphosphate,     potash, 

soda,  and  magnesia 401  " 

"     400  lbs.  ammonia-salts  alone 444  " 

The  200  lbs.  of  ammonia-salts  contain  50  lbs.  of  ammonia=41 
lbs.  nitrogen. 

It  will  be  seen  that  this  50  lbs.  of  ammonia  alone,  on  plot  la, 
gives  an  increase  of  nearly  10  bushels  per  acre,  or  to  be  more  accu- 
rate, it  gives  an  increase  over  the  unmanured  plot  of  503  lbs.  of 
grain,  and  32!J  lbs.  of  straw ,  while  double  the  quantity  of  ammonia 
on  plot  la. a.,  gives  an  increase  of  17;^  bushels  per  acre — or  an  in- 
crease of  901  lbs.  of  grain,  and  1,144  lbs.  of  straw. 

"  Put  that  fact  in  separate  lines,  side  by  side,"  said  the  Deacon, 
"  so  that  we  can  see  it." 

Grain 

50  lbs.  of  ammonia  gives  an  increase  of 503  lbs. 

100    "     "        "             "       "        "         "    ....  iiOl    " 
The  first  50  lbs.  of  ammonia  gives  an  in- 
crease of 503    " 

The  second  50  lbs.  of  ammonia  gives  an  in- 
crease of 803    " 

"  That  shows,"  said  the  Deacon,  '<  that  a  dressing  of  50  lbs.  per 
acre  pays  better  than  a  dressing  of  100  lbs.  per  acre.  I  wish  Mr. 
Lawes  had  sown  75  lbs.  on  one  plot." 

I  wish  so,  too,  but  it  is  quite  probable  that  in  our  climate,  50 
lbs.  of  available  ammonia  per  acre  is  all  that  it  will  usually  be 
profitable  to  apply  per  acre  to  the  barley  crop.  It  is  equal  to  a 
dressing  of  500  lbs.  guaranteed  Peruvian  guano,  or  275  lbs.  nitrate 
of  soda. — "  Or  to  how  much  manure  ? "  asked  the  Deacon. 

To  about  5  tons  of  average  stable-manure,  or  say  three  tons  of 
good,  well-rotted  manure  from  grain-fed  animals, 

"  And  yet,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  Mr.  Lawes  put  on  14  tons  of  yard 
manure  per  acre,  and  the  jacld  of  barley  was  not  as  much  as  from 
the  50  lbs.  of  ammonia  alone.     How  do  you  account  for  that?" 

Simply  because  the  ammonia  in  the  manure  is  7ioi  ammonia.  It 
is  what  the  chemists  used  to  call  "  potential  ammonia."  A  good 
deal  of  it  is  in  the  form  of  undigested  straw  and  hay.  The  nitro- 
genous matter  of  the  food  which  has  been  digested  by  the  animal 


Straw 

Total 
Prodiice. 

704  lbs. 
1144    " 

1207  lbs. 
2045    " 

704    " 

1207    " 

510    " 

738    " 
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and  thrown  off  in  the  liquid  excrements,  is  in  such  a  form  that  it 
will  readily  ferment  and  produce  ammonia,  while  the  nitrogenous 
matter  in  the  undigested  food  and  in  the  straw  used  for  bedding, 
decomposes  slowly  even  under  the  most  favorable  conditions ;  and 
if  buried  while  fresh  in  a  clay  soil,  it  probably  would  not  all  de- 
compose in  many  years.    But  we  will  not  discuss  this  at  present. 

"  The  superphosphate  does  not  seem  to  have  done  much  good," 
said  the  Deacon  ;  "  Si-  cwt.  per  acre  gives  an  increase  of  less  than 
two  bushels  per  acre.    And  I  suppose  it  was  good  superphosphate." 

There  need  be  no  doubt  on  that  point.  Better  superphosphate 
of  lime  cannot  be  made.  But  you  must  recollect  that  this  is  pure 
superphosphate  made  from  burnt  bones.  It  contains  no  ammonia 
or  organic  matter.  Commercial  superphosphates  contain  more  or 
less  ammonia,  and  had  they  been  used  in  these  experiments,  they 
would  have  shown  a  better  result  than  the  pure  article.  They 
would  have  done  good  in  proportion  to  the  available  nitrogen  they 
contained.  If  these  experiments  prove  anything,  they  clearly  indi- 
cate that  superphosphate  alone  is  a  very  poor  manure  for  either 
wheat  or  barley. 

The  second  year,  the  unmanured  plot  gave  251  bushels  per  acre. 
Potash,  soda,  and  magnesia,  (or  what  the  Deacon  calls  "ashes,") 
271  bushels;  superphosphate  33^,  and  "ashes"  and  superphos- 
phate, nearly  36  bushels  per  acre. 

50  lbs.  of  ammonia,  alone,  gives  nearly  39  bushels,  and  ammonia 
and  superphosphate  together,  40  bushels. 

The  superphosphate  and  "  ashes  "  give  a  better  account  of  them- 
selves this  year ;  but  it  is  remarkable  that  the  ammonia  alone,  gives 
almost  as  good  a  crop  as  the  ammonia  and  superphosphate,  and  a 
better  crop  than  the  ammonia  and  "  ashes,"  or  the  ammonia,  super- 
phosphate, and  ashes,  together. 

The  14  tons  farm-yard  manure  gives  over  30  bushels  per  acre. 
This  plot  has  now  had  28  tons  of  manure  per  acre,  yet  the  50  lbs. 
of  ammonia  alone,  still  gives  a  better  yield  than  this  heavy  dress- 
ing of  manure. 

The  third  season  (1854),  was  quite  favorable  for  the  ripening  of 
wheat  and  barley.  The  seed  on  the  experimental  barley-field,  was 
sown  Feb.  24,  and  the  harvest  was  late;  so  that  the  crop  had  an 
unusually  long  season  for  growth.  It  was  one  of  the  years  when 
even  poor  land,  if  clean,  gives  a  good  crop.  The  unmanured  plot, 
it  will  be  seen,  yielded  over  35  bushels  per  acre  of  dressed  grain, 
weighing  over  53^  lbs.  per  bushel.  The  total  weight  of  grain,  was 
1,963  lbs.  This  is  over  40  bushels  per  acre,  of  48  lbs.  per  bushel, 
which  is  the  standard  with  us. 
11 
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The  14  tons  of  farm-yard  manure  produce  nearly  56^  bushels 

per  acre. 

50  lbs.  of  ammonia,  on  plot  la 47J  bushels  per  acre. 

100    "     "  "  "     "     la.a 561      " 

You  will  see,  that  though  the  plot  which  has  received  42  tons  of 
manure  per  acre,  produced  a  splendid  crop ;  the  plot  having  nothing 
except  100  lbs.  of  ammonia  per  acre,  produced  a  crop  equally  good. 
"How  much  Increase  do  you  get  from  50  lbs.  of  ammonia," 
asked  the  Deacon,  "  and  how  much  from  100  lbs.  ?  " 

Equal  Amer. 
Grain,        JStraw.       Bushels. 
50  lbs  of  ammonia,  gives  an  increase  of    800  lbs.    952  lbs.    16f  bush. 
100  "     "  "  "        "        "         "  1,350    "    2,100    "       28      " 

If  you  buy  nitrate  of  soda  at  3f  cents  a  lb. ,  the  ammonia  will 
cost  20  cents  a  lb.  In  the  above  experiment,  50  lbs.  of  ammonia, 
costing  $10,  gives  an  increase  of  16S-  bushels  of  barley,  and  nearly 
half  a  ton  of  straw.  If  the  straw  is  worth  $4.00  per  ton,  the  barley 
will  cost  48  cents  a  bushel. 

Double  the  quantity  of  manure,  costing  $20,  gives  an  increase  of 
28  bushels  of  barley,  and  over  one  ton  of  straw.  In  this  case  the 
extra  barley  costs  57  cents  a  bushel. 

On  plot  2a.,  50  lbs.  of  ammonia  and  SI  cwt.  of  superphosphate, 
give  3,437  lbs.  of  grain,  equal  to  71+  of  our  bushels  per  acre. 

On  plot  2«.<7. 100  lbs.  of  ammonia  and  o^  cwt.  of  superphosnhate, 
give  3,643  lbs.  of  grain,  which  lacks  only  5  lbs.  of  76  bushels  per 
acre,  and  nearly  2^  tons  of  straw. 

"That  will  do,"  said  the  Deacon,  "but  I  see  that  in  1857,  this 
same  plot,  with  the  same  manure,  produced  6&J-  bushels  of  dressed 
grain  per  acre,  weighing  53i  lbs.  to  the  bushel,  or  a  total  weight  of 
3,696  lbs.,  equal  to  just  77  of  our  bushels  per  acre." 

"  And  yet,"  said  the  Doctor,  "  this  same  year,  the  plot  which 
had  84  tons  of  farm-yard  manure  per  acre,  produced  only  2,915 
lbs.  of  grain,  or  less  than  61  of  our  bushels  of  barley  per  acre." 

The  Squire  happened  in  at  this  time,  and  heard  the  last  remark. 
"  What  are  you  saying,"  he  remarked,  "  about  only  61  bushels  of 
barley  per  acre.  I  should  like  to  sec  such  a  crop.  Last  year,  in 
this  neighborhood,  there  were  hundreds  of  acres  of  barley  that  did 
not  yield  20  bushels  per  acre,  and  very  little  of  it  would  weigh  44 
lbs.  to  the  bushel." 

This  is  true.  And  the  maltsters  find  it  almost  impossible  to  get 
six-rowed  barley  weighing  48  lbs.  per  bushel.  They  told  me,  that 
they  would  pay  $1.10  per  bushel  for  good  bright  barley  weighing 
48  lbs.  per  bushel,  and  for  each  pound  it  weighed  less  than  this, 
they  deducted  10  cents  a  bushel  from  the  price.     la  other  words, 
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they  would  pay  $1.00  a  bushel  for  barley  weighing  47  lbs.  to  the 
bushel ;  90  cents  for  barley  weighing  46  lbs ;  80  cents  for  barley 
weighing  45  lbs.,  and  70  cents  for  barley  weighing  44  lbs. — and  at 
these  figures  they  much  preferred  the  heaviest  barley. 

It  is  certainly  well  worth  our  while,  if  we  raise  barley  at  all,  to 
see  if  we  cannot  manage  not  only  to  raise  larger  crops  per  acre,  but 
to  produce  barley  of  better  quality.  And  these  wonderful  experi- 
ments of  Mr.  Lawcs  are  well  worth  careful  examination  and  study. 

The  Squire  put  on  his  spectacles  and  looked  at  the  tables  of 
figures. 

"Like  everybody  else,"  said  he,  "you  pick  out  the  big  figures, 
and  to  hear  you  talk,  one  would  think  you  scientific  gentlemen 
never  have  any  poor  crops,  and  yet  I  see  that  in  18G0,  there  are 
three  different  crops  of  only  12J-,  12J,  and  13i  bushels  per  acre." 

"  Those,"  said  I,  "  arc  the  three  plots  which  have  grown  barley 
every  year  without  any  manure,  and  you  have  selected  the  worst 
year  of  the  whole  twenty." 

"Perhaps  so,"  said  the  Squire,  "but  we  have  got  to  take  the 
bad  with  the  good,  and  I  have  often  heard  you  say  that  a 
good  farmer  who  has  his  land  rich  and  clean  makes  more 
money  in  an  unfavorable  than  in  a  favorable  season.  Now,  this 
year  1860,  seems  to  have  been  an  unfavorable  one,  and  yet  your 
pet  manure,  superphosphate,  only  gives  an  increase  of  148  lbs.  of 
barley— or  three  bushels  and  4  lbs.  Yet  this  plot  has  had  a  tre- 
mendous dressing  of  3^  cwt.  of  superphosphate  yearly  since  1853. 
I  always  told  you  you  lost  money  in  buying  superphosphate. " 

"  That  depends  on  what  you  do  with  it.  I  use  it  for  turnips,  and 
tomatoes,  cabbages,  lettuce,  melons,  cucumbers,  etc.,  and  would 
not  like  to  be  without  it;  but  I  have  never  recommended  any  one 
to  use  it  on  wheat,  barley,  oats,  Indian  corn,  or  potatoes,  except  as 
an  experiment.  What  I  have  recommended  you  to  get  for  barley 
is,  nitrate  of  soda,  and  superphosphate,  or  Peruvian  guano.  And 
you  will  see  that  even  in  this  decidedly  unfavorable  season,  the 
plot  2a.<T.,  dres-cd  with  superphosphate  and  275  lbs.  of  nitrate  of 
soda,  produced  2,3C8  lbs.  of  barley,  or  48J  bushels  per  acre.  This 
is  an  increase  over  the  unmanured  plots  of  33i-  bushels  per  acre, 
and  an  increase  of  1,872  lbs.  of  straw.  And  the  plot  dressed  with 
superphosphate  and  200  lbs.  of  salts  of  ammonia,  gave  equally  as 
good  results." 

And  this,  mark  you,  is  the  year  which  the  Squire  selected  as  the 
one  most  likely  to  show  that  artificial  manures  did  not  pay. 

"  I  never  knew  a  man  except  you,"  said  the  Squire,"  who  wanted 
unfavorable  seasons." 
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I  have  never  said  I  wanted  unfavorable  seasons.  I  should  not 
dare  to  saj'  so,  or  even  to  cherish  the  wish  for  one  moment.  But 
I  do  say,  that  when  we  have  a  season  so  favorable  that  even  poorly 
worked  land  will  produce  a  fair  crop,  we  are  almost  certain  to  have 
prices  beloAr  the  average  cost  of  production.  But  when  we  have 
an  unfavorable  season,  such  crops  as  barley,  potatoes,  and  beans, 
often  advance  to  extravagantly  high  prices,  and  the  farmer  who  has 
good  crops  in  such  a  season,  gets  something  like  adequate  pay  for 
his  patient  wailing,  and  for  his  efforts  to  improve  his  land. 

"  That  sounds  all  very  well,"  said  the  Squire,"  but  will  it  pay  to 
use  these  artificial  manures  ?  " 

I  do  not  wish  to  wander  too  much  from  the  point,  but  would 
like  to  remark  before  I  answer  that  question,  that  I  am  not  a 
special  advocate  of  artificial  manures.  I  think  Vv-c  can  often  make 
manures  on  our  farms  far  cheaper  than  we  can  buy  them.  But  as 
the  Squire  has  asked 'the  question,  and  as  he  has  selected  from  Mr. 
Lawes'  results,  the  year  18G0,  I  will  meet  him  on  his  own  ground. 
He  has  selected  a  season  specially  unfavorable  for  the  growth  of 
barley.  Now,  in  such  an  unfavorable  year  in  this  country,  barley 
would  be  likely  to  bring,  at  least,  $1.25  per  bushel,  and  in  a  favor- 
able season  not  over  75  cents  a  bushel. 

Mr.  Lawes  keeps  his  land  dean,  which  is  more  than  can  be  said 
of  many  barley-growers.  And  in  this  unfavorable  season  of  1860, 
he  gets  on  his  three  unmanured  plots  an  average  of  730  lbs.  of 
barley,  equal  to  15|-  bushels  per  acre,  and  not  quite  800  lbs.  of 
straw. 

Many  of  our  farmers  frequently  do  no  better  than  this.  And 
you  must  recollect  that  in  such  careful  experiments  as  those  of 
Mr.  Lawes  and  Dr.  Gilbert,  great  pains  would  be  taken  to  get  all 
the  barley  that  grew  on  the  land.  With  us,  barley  is  cut  with  a 
reaper,  and  admirable  as  our  machines  are,  it  is  not  an  easy  matter 
to  cut  a  light,  spindling  crop  of  barley  perfectly  clean.  Then,  in 
pitching  the  crop  and  drawing  it  in,  more  or  less  barley  is  scattered, 
and  even  after  we  have  been  over  the  field  two  or  three  times  with 
a  steel-tooth  rake,  there  is  still  considerable  barley  left  on  the 
ground.  I  think  we  may  safely  assume  that  at  least  as  much  barley 
is  left  on  the  ground  as  we  usually  sow — say  two  bushels  per  acre. 
And  so,  instead  of  having  15J  bushels  per  acre,  as  Mr.  Lawes  had, 
we  should  only  harvest  13i  bushels. 

Of  all  our  ordinary  farm  crops,  barley  is  attended  with  the  least 
labor  and  expense.  We  usually  sow  it  after  corn  or  potatoes.  On 
such  stnmg  land  as  that  of  Mr.  Lawes,  we  ought  to  plow  the  land 
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in  the  autumn  and  again  in  the  spring,  or  at  least  stir  up  the  land 
thoroughly  with  a  two  or  three-horse  cultivator  or  gang-plow. 

Let  us  say  that  the  cost  of  plowing,  harrowing,  drilling,  and 
rolling,  is  $5.00  per  acre.  Seed,  $2.00.  Harvestmg,  $2.00.  Thresh- 
ing, 6  cents  a  bushel. 

Receipts : 

ISi  bushels  barley  @  1.25 $16.57 

800  lbs.  of  straw  @  $4.  per  ton 1.60 

la.  17 
Putting  in  and  harvesting  the  crop  89.C0 

Threshing  13i  bushels  (w  6  c 80—  9.S0 

Rent  and  profit  per  acre S  b.o/ 

"That  is  a  better  showing  than  I  expected,"  said  the  Squire, 
"  and  as  barley  occupies  the  land  only  a  few  months,  and  ac  we 
sow  wheat  after  it,  we  cannot  expect  large  profits." 

"  Very  well,"  sciid  I,  "  Now  let  us  take  the  crop,  this  same  un- 
favorable year,  on  plot  2a.a.,  dressed  with  superphosphate  and 
nitrate  of  soda. 

The  expense  of  plowing,  harrowing,  drilling,  rolling,  seed,  and 
harvesting,  would  be  about  the  same,  or  we  will  say  $2.00  an  acre 
more  for  extra  labor  in  harvesting.  And  we  will  allow  two  bushels 
per  acre  for  scatterings — though  there  is  nothing  like  as  much 
barley  left  on  the  ground  when  we  have  a  good  crop,  as  when  we 
have  a  poor  crop.    But  I  want  to  be  liberal. 

The  yield  on  plot  2a.a.,  was  48J  bushels  per  acre,  and  2,715  lbs. 
of  straw. 

Receipts : 

4C*  bushels  @  S1.25 $53.43 

2,715  lbs.  straw  @  $4.  per  ton 5.43 

^6J.86 
Pulling  in  the  crop  and  harvesting. . .  $11.00 

Threshins  40*  bushels  @  6  c 2.80 

275  lbs.  nitrate  of  soda  (a)  4  c 11.00 

392  lbs.  superphosphate  @  2  c 7.84 

$32.64 
Rent  and  profit $31.2;i 

In  ordinary  farm  practice,  I  feel  sure  we  can  do  better  than  this. 
Growing  barley  year  after  year  on  the  same  land,  is  not  the  most 
economical  way  of  getting  the  full  value  of  the  manure.  There  is 
much  nitrogen  and  phosphoric  acid  left  in  the  land,  which  barley 
or  even  wheat  docs  not  seem  capable  of  taking  up,  but  which  would 
probably  be  of  great  benefit  to  the  clover. 
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MANURE   AND   ROTATION    OF   CROPS. 

The  old  notion  that  there  is  any  real  chemical  necessity  for  a 
rotation  of  crops  is  unfounded.  Wheat  can  be  grown  after  wheat, 
and  barley  after  barley,  and  corn  after  corn,  provided  we  use  the 
necessary  manures  and  get  the  soil  clean  and  in  the  right  mechani- 
cal condition. 

"  What,  then,  do  we  gain  by  a  rotation  ?  "  asked  the  Deacon. 

Much  every  way.  A  good  rotation  enables  us  to  clean  the  land. 
We  can  put  in  different  crops  at  different  seasons. 

"  So  we  could,"  broke  in  the  Deacon,  "  if  we  sowed  wheat  after 
•wheat,  barley  after  barley,  and  corn  after  corn." 

True,  but  if  we  sowed  winter-wheat  after  winter-wheat,  there 
would  not  be  time  enough  to  clean  the  land. 

"  Just  as  much  as  when  we  sow  wheat  after  oats,  or  peas,  or 
barley." 

"True  again.  Deacon,"  I  replied,  "but  we  are  supposed  to  have 
cleaned  the  land  while  it  was  in  corn  the  previous  year.  I  say  sup- 
posed, because  in  point  of  fact,  many  of  our  farmers  do  not  half 
clean  their  land  while  it  is  in  corn.  It  is  the  w^cak  spot  in  our 
agriculture.  If  our  land  was  as  clean  as  it  should  be  to  start  with, 
there  is  no  rotation  so  convenient  in  this  section,  as  corn  the  first 
year,  barley,  peas,  or  oats  the  second  year,  followed  by  winter- 
wheat  seeded  down.  But  to  carry  out  this  rotation  to  the  best  ad- 
vantage we  need  artificial  manures." 

"But  will  they  pay?"  asks  the  Deacon. 

"They  will  pay  well,  provided  we  can  get  them  at  a  fair  price 
and  get  fair  prices  for  our  produce.  If  we  could  get  a  good  su- 
perphosphate made  from  Charlestcm  phosphates  for  Ih  cent  per  lb., 
and  nitrate  of  soda  for  Si  or  4  cents  per  lb.,  and  the  German  pot- 
ash-salts for  -2-  cent  per  lb.,  and  could  get  on  the  average  $1.25  per 
bushel  for  barley,  and  $1.75  for  good  white  wheat,  we  could  use 
these  manures  to  great  advantage." 

"  Nothing  like  barn-yard  manure,"  says  the  Deacon. 

No  doubt  on  that  point,  provided  it  is  good  manure.  Barn-yard 
manure,  whether  rich  or  poor,  contains  all  the  elements  of  plant- 
food,  but  there  is  a  great  difference  between  rich  and  poor  manure. 
The  rich  manure  contaius  twice  or  three  times  as  much  nitrogen 
and  phosphoric  acid  as  ordinary  or  poor  manure.  And  this  is  the 
reason  why  artificial  manures  are  valuable  in  proportion  to  the 
nitrogen  and  phosphoric  acid  that  they  contain  in  an  available  con- 
dition. When  we  use  two  or  three  hundred  pounds  per  acre  of  a 
good  artificial  manure  we  in  effect,  directly  or  indirectly,  convert 
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poor  manure  into  rich  manure.  There  is  manure  in  our  soil,  but 
it  is  poor.  There  is  manure  in  our  barn-yard,  but  it  is 
poor  also.  Nitrogen  and  phosphoric  acid  will  make  these 
manures  rich.  This  is  the  reason  why  a  few  pounds  of  a  good 
artificial  manure  will  produce  as  great  an  effect  as  tons  of  common 
manure.  Depend  upon  it,  the  coming  farmer  will  avail  himself  of 
the  discoveries  of  science,  and  will  use  more  artificial  fertilizers. 

But  whether  we  use  artificial  fertilizers  or  farm-yard  manure,  we 
shall  not  get  the  full  effect  of  the  manures  unless  we  adopt  a 
judicious  rotation  of  crops. 

When  we  sow  wheat  after  wheat,  or  barley  after  barley,  or  oats 
after  oats,  we  certainly  do  not  get  the  full  effect  of  the  manures 
used.  Mr.  Lawes'  experiments  afford  conclusive  evidence  on  this 
point.  You  will  recollect  that  in  1846,  one  of  the  plots  of  wheat 
(lOi),  which  had  received  a  liberal  dressing  of  salts  of  ammonia 
the  year  previous,  was  left  without  manure,  and  the  yield  of  wheat 
on  this  plot  was  no  greater  than  on  the  plot  which  was  continu- 
ously unmanured.  In  other  words,  the  ammonia  which  ivas  left  in 
the  soil  from  the  previous  year,  had  no  effect  on  the  wheat. 

The  following  table  shows  the  amount  of  nitrogen  furnished  by 
the  manure,  and  the  amount  recovered  in  the  crop,  when  wheat  is 
grown  after  wheat  for  a  series  of  years,  and  also  when  barley  is 
grown  after  barley,  and  oats  after  oats. 
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It  is  not  necessary  to  make  any  comments  on  this  table.  It 
speaks  for  itself;  but  it  does  not  tell  half  the  story.  For  instance, 
in  the  case  of  wheat  and  barley,  it  gives  the  average  result  for  20 
years.  It  shows  that  when  100  lbs.  of  nitrogen  in  a  soluble  and 
available  form,  are  applied  to  wheat,  about  68  lbs.  are  left  in  the 
soil.  But  you  must  recollect  that  100  lbs.  was  applied  again  the 
next  year,  and  no  account  is  taken  of  the  68  lbs.  left  in  the  soil — 
and  so  on  for  20  years.  In  other  words,  on  plot  8,  for  instance, 
2,460  lbs.  of  nitrogen  have  been  applied,  and  only  775  lbs.  have 
been  recovered  in  the  total  produce  of  grain,  straw,  and  chaff, 
and  1,685  lbs.  have  been  left  in  the  soil. 

Mr.  Lawes  estimates,  from  several  analyses,  that  his  farm-yard 
manure  contains  0.637  per  cent  of  nitrogen,  2.76  per  cent  of  mineral 
matter,  and  27.24  per  cent  of  organic  matter,  and  70  per  cent  of 
water. 

According  to  this,  the  plot  dressed  with  14  tons  of  manure  every 
year,  for  20  years,  has  received  3,995  lbs.  of  nitrogen,  of  which  583i 
lbs.  were  recovered  in  the  produce,  and  3,411f  lbs.  were  left  in  the 
soil. 

In  the  case  of  barley,  3,995  lbs.  of  nitrogen  was  applied  dur- 
ing the  20  years  to  the  plot  dressed  with  farm-j^ard  manure,  of 
which  427i  lbs.  were  recovered  in  the  crop,  and  3,567^  lbs.  left  in 
the  soil. 

"  I  see,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  that  barley  gets  less  of  the  goodness 
out  of  farm-yard  manure  than  wheat,  but  that  it  gets  more  out  of 
the  salts  of  ammonia  and  nitrate  of  soda.  How  do  you  account 
for  that?" 

"  I  suppose,  because  the  manure  for  wheat  was  applied  in  the 
autumn,  and  the  rains  of  winter  and  spring  dissolved  more  of  the 
plant-food  than  would  be  the  case  if  the  manure  was  applied  in 
the  spring.  If  the  manure  had  been  applied  on  the  surface,  in- 
stead of  plowing  it  under,  I  believe  the  effect  would  have  been 
Btill  more  in  favor  of  the  autumn-manuring." 

When  the  nitrogen  is  in  an  available  condition,  spring  barley 
can  take  up  and  utilize  a  larger  proportion  of  the  nitrogen  than 
winter  wheat.  Neither  the  wheat  nor  the  barley  can  get  at  and 
take  up  half  what  is  applied,  and  this,  notwithstanding  the  fiict 
that  a  heavy  dew  or  a  slight  rain  furnishes  water  enough  on  an 
acre  to  dissolve  a  liberal  dressing  of  nitrate  of  soda  or  sulpiiate 
and  muriate  of  ammonia.  The  truth  is,  the  soil  is  very  conserva- 
tive. It  docs  not,  fortunately  for  us,  yield  up  all  its  plant-food  in 
a  year 

We  have  scon  that  when  wlieat  or  barley  is  di'csscd  with  sol- 
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uble  ammonia-salts  or  nitrate  of  soda,  a  considerable  amount  of 
the  nitrogen  is  left  in  the  soil — and  yet  this  nitrogen  is  of  compara- 
tively little  benefit  to  the  succeeding  crops  of  wheat  or  barley, 
■wliile  a  fresh  dressing  of  ammonia-salts  or  nitrate  of  soda  is  of 
great  benefit  to  the  crop. 

In  other  words,  when  wheat  is  sown  after  wheat,  or  barley 
after  barley,  we  do  not  get  half  the  benefit  from  the  manure  which 
it  is  theoretically  capable  of  producing. 


Now,  the  question  is,  whether  by  a  judicious  rotation  of  crops, 
wc  can  avoid  this  great  loss  of  manure  ? 

There  was  a  time  when  it  was  thought  that  the  growth  of  tur- 
nips enriched  the  soil.  I  have  heard  it  said,  again  and  again,  that 
the  reason  English  farmers  grow  larger  crops  of  wheat  and  barley 
than  we  do,  is  because  they  grow  so  many  acres  of  turnips. 

"  So  I  have  often  heard,"  said  the  Deacon,  "and  I  supposed  the 
broad  turnip  leaves  absorbed  nitrogen  from  the  atmosphere." 

There  is  no  evidence  that  leaves  have  any  such  power ;  while 
there  are  many  facts  which  point  in  an  opposite  direction.  The 
following  experiments  of  Lawes  and  Gilbert  seem  to  show  that  the 
mere  growth  of  turnips  does  not  enrich  land  for  grain  crops. 

Turnips  were  grown  on  the  same  land,  year  after  year,  for  ten 
years.  The  laud  was  then  plowed  and  sown  to  barley  for  three 
years.     The  following  table  gives  the  results : 

Three  Years  of  Barley  after  Ten  Tears  of  Turnips. 


PARTICULARS  OP  MANURES,   ETC. 


IIoos-Fiekl  — 
B;u-ley,  witliout  maiuu'c,  after  3  corn-crops 

Pnrn-Pield— 
IJarL^y.  after  10  yrs.  Turnips  manured  as  under— 

1. — Mineral  manures  (last  8  years) 

2.— Mineral  manures  (8  yrs.)";  Ammonia-salts  (6  yrs.). 

;3.— Mineral  manures  (8  yrs.) ;  Rape-cake  (0  yrs.) 

4. — Mineral  manures  (8  yrs.);  Ammonia-salts  and 
Rape-cake  (0  yrs.)  

5.— Mineral  manures  (8  yrs.) ;  Ammonia-salts,  for  Bar- 
ley, 1854 

0.— Mineral  manures  (S  yrs.);  Nitrate  Soda,  for  Bar- 
ley, '54  and  '55 

The  yield  of  barley  after  turnips  is  less 
crops,  and  it  is  evident  that  this  is  due  to  a  1 


Produce  of  Barley  per  Acre. 
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gen  in  the  soil.  In  other  words,  the  turnips  leave  less  available 
nitrogen  in  the  soil  than  grain  crops. 

After  alluding  to  the  facts  given  in  the  foregoing  table,  Messrs. 
Lawes  and  Gilbert  say : 

"  There  is  evidence  of  another  kind  that  may  be  cited  as  show- 
iug  that  it  was  of  available  nitrogen  that  the  turnips  had  rendered 
the  soil  so  deficient  for  the  after-growth  of  barley.  It  may  be  as- 
sumed that,  on  the  average,  between  25  and  30  lbs.  of  nitrogen 
would  be  annually  removed  from  the  Rothamsted  soil  by  wheat 
or  barley  grown  year  after  year  without  nitrogenous  manure.  But 
it  is  estimated  that  from  the  mineral-manured  turnip-plots  there 
were,  over  the  10  years,  more  than  50  lbs.  of  nitrogen  per  acre  per 
annum  removed.  As,  however,  on  some  of  the  plots,  small  quan- 
tities of  ammonia-salts  or  rape-cake  were  applied  in  the  first  two 
years  of  the  ten  of  turnips,  it  is,  perhaps,  more  to  the  purpose  to 
take  the  average  over  the  last  8  years  of  turnips  only  ;  and  this 
would  show  about  45  lbs.  of  nitrogen  removed  per  acre  per  annum. 
An  immaterial  proportion  of  this  might  be  due  to  the  small 
amounts  of  nitrogenous  manures  applied  in  the  first  two  years. 
Still,  it  may  be  assumed  that  about  14-  time  as  much  nitrogen  was 
removed  from  the  land  for  8,  if  not  for  10  years,  in  succession,  as 
would  have  been  taken  in  an  equal  number  of  crops  of  wheat  or 
barley  grown  without  nitrogenous  manure.  No  wonder,  then, 
that  considerably  less  barley  has  been  grown  in  3  years  after  a 
series  of  mineral-manured  turnip-crops,  than  was  obtained  in  an- 
other field  after  a  less  numlier  of  corn-crops. 

"The  results  obtained  in  Barn-field  afford  a  striking  illustration 
of  the  dependence  of  the  turnip-plant  on  a  supply  of  available  ni- 
trogen within  the  soil,  and  of  its  comparatively  great  power  of 
exhausting  it.  They  are  also  perfectly  consistent  with  those  in 
Hoos-field,  in  showing  that  mineral  manures  will  not  yield  fair 
crops  of  barley,  unless  there  be,  within  the  soil,  a  liberal  supply  of 
available  nitrogen.  The  results  obtained  under  such  very  different 
conditions  in  the  two  fields  are,  in  fact,  strikingly  mutually  con- 
firmatory." 
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CHAPTEE     XXX. 


MANURES    FOR    OATS. 

"  What  is  the  use  of  talking  about  manure  for  oats,"  said  the 
Deacon,  "  if  land  is  not  rich  enough  to  produce  oats  without  ma- 
nure, it  certainly  will  not  pay  to  manure  them.  We  can  use  our 
manure  on  some  crop  that  will  pay  better." 

"  That  is  precisely  what  we  want  to  know,"  said  I.  "  Very  likely 
you  are  right,  but  have  you  any  evidence  ?  " 

"  Evidence  of  what  ?  " 

"Have  you  any  facts  that  show,  for  instance,  that  it  will  pay 
better  to  use  manure  for  wheat  or  barley  than  for  oats?  " 

"  Can't  say  that  I  have,  but  I  think  manure  will  pay  better  on 
wheat  than  on  oats." 

Mr.  Lawes  is  making  a  series  of  experiments  on  oats.  Let  us 
take  a  hasty  glance  at  the  results  of  the  first  two  seasons : 


Experiments  on  Oats  at  Kothamsted. 


MANUr.ES  PER  ACRE. 

Grain,  in 
bushels. 

Sli-aiv,  civts. 

Weight  per 
bushel,  lbs. 

1869. 

1870. 

1869. 

1870. 

1869. 

1870. 

86% 
45 

7514 
62J4 

69  ?| 

16=8 

37X 
505.^ 

50 

19>4: 

24>^ 
36  Ja 

54 
42^4: 

497,' 

9J^ 

9% 

17}4 

23 

36  »i 

38X 
37;^ 

.39 '■4' 
3S>s 

3514 

35 

2.— Mixed  Alkalies  and  Siipurpliospliate 
of  Lime 

mva 

4. — Mixed  Alkalies  and  Superphosphate, 
and  400  lbs.  Ammonia-salts  

30 

35}4 

3534 

6.— Mixed      Alkalies,     Snperpliosphate, 
and  550  lbs.  Nitrate  of  Soda 

It  seems  clear  that,  for  oats,  as  for  barley  and  wheat,  what  we 
most  need  in  manure,  is  available  nitrogen. 

The  first  year,  the  no-manure  plot  produced  36§-  bushels  of  oats 
per  acre,  weighing  36|  lbs.  per  bushel,  and  plot  3,  with  ammonia- 
salts  alone,  56^  bushels,  and  with  nitrate  of  soda  alone,  on  plot  5, 
62i  bushels  per  acre,  both  weighing  38+  lbs.  per  bushel.  In  other 
words,  82  lbs.  of  available  nitrogen  in  the  salts  of  ammonia  gave 
an  increase  of  about  20  bushels  per  acre,  and  the  same  quantity  of 
nitrogen  in  nitrate  of  soda  an  increase  of  20  bushels  per  acre. 

The  next  year,  the  season  seems  to  have  been  a  very  unfavor- 
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able  oue  for  oats.  The  no-manure  plot  produced  less  than  17 
bushels  per  acre  ;  and  the  "ashes"  and  superphosphate  on  plot  3, 
give  an  increase  of  less  than  3  bushels  per  acre.  But  it  will  be 
seen  that  on  plot  3  the  ammonia-salts  do  as  much  good  in  this  un- 
favorable season  as  in  the  favorable  one.  They  give  an  increase 
of  over  20  bushels  per  acre. 

"A  few  such  facts  as  this,"  said  the  Deacon,  "would  almost 
persuade  me  that  you  are  right  in  contending  that  it  is  in  the  un- 
favorable seasons,  when  prices  are  sure  to  be  high  in  this  country, 
that  a  good  farmer  stands  the  best  chance  to  make  money." 

"  Where  mixed  alkalies  and  superphosphate,"  said  the  Doctor, 
"  are  added  to  the  ammonia,  the  increase  from  the  ammonia  is  far 
greater  than  where  ammonia  is  used  alone.  In  other  words,  by 
comparing  plot  2  and  plot  4,  you  will  see  that  the  ammonia  gives 
an  incrcas3  of  30^  bushels  per  acre  in  1869,  and  31+  bushels 
in  1870." 

The  truth  of  the  matter  probably  is  this  :  100  lbs.  of  available 
ammonia  per  acre  is  an  excessive  supply,  when  used  alone.  And 
in  fact  Mr.  Lawes  himself  only  recommends  about  half  this 
quantity. 

Whether  it  will  pay  us  to  use  artificial  manures  on  oats  depends 
on  the  price  we  are  likely  to  get  for  the  oats.  When  the  price  of 
oats  ps7'  11).  and  oat-straw  is  as  high  as  barley  and  barley-straw  ^;(?r 
/5.,then  it  will  -pay  a  llttte  better  to  use  manure  on  oats  than  on 
barley.  As  a  rale  in  this  country,  however,  good  barley  is  worth 
more  per  lb.  than  good  oats  ;  and  it  will  usually  pay  better  to  use 
artificial  manures  on  barley  than  on  oats. 

Some  years  ago  j\[r.  Bath,  of  Virginia,  made  some  experiments 
on  oats  with  the  following  results  : 

JBusJicls  of  oats 
per  acre. 

No.  1—200  lbs.  Superphosphr.te 23 

No.  2—200  lbs.  Peruvian  guano 48? 

No.  3 — 100  lbs.  Pcnivian  guano 32 

The  oats  were  sown  March  13,  and  the  crop  harvested  July  4. 

In  1800, 1  made  some  experiments  with  gypsum,  superphosphate, 
and  sulphate  of  ammonia  as  a  top-dressing  on  oats. 

The  land  was  a  clover-sod,  plowed  about  the  middle  of  May, 
and  the  oats  sown  May  30.  On  the  36th  of  May,  just  as  the  oats 
were  coming  up,  the  manures  were  sown  broadcast.  The  oats 
were  sown  too  late  to  obtain  the  best  results.  On  anotlier  field, 
where  the  oats  were  sown  two  weeks  earlier,  the  crop  was  decidedly 
better.     The  oats  were  cut  August  38. 

The  foUowiug  it;  the  result : 
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EXPEKIMENTS   ON   OaT3  AT   MORETON  FaRM,    ROCHESTER,    N.    Y. 


Plots. 


No.  1 
2 

3 
4 
5 


MANURES  PER  ACRE. 


No  manure 

600  Htrf.  Gypsum  (Sulphate  of  Lime) 

300  lbs.  Superphosphate    of  Lime 

300  lbs.  Sulphate  of  Ammonia 

300  lbs.  Superphosphate  of  Lime,  and  300 
ll)s.  Sulphate  of  Ammonia 


Busliels 
of  Oats 
ptr  acre. 

30 

47 
5U 
50 


Weight 

per  Buskd 

in  lbs. 


23 
26 
21 
22 

22>^ 


Straw 
per  acre 
in  lbs. 

1,958 
2,475 
2,475 
2,750 

2,575 


These  experiments  were  made  wheQ  my  land  was  not  as  clean 
as  it  is  now.  I  presume  the  weeds  got  more  benefit  from  the  am- 
monia than  the  oats.  To  top-dress  foul  land  with  expensive  arti- 
ficial manures  is  money  thrown  away.  If  the  land  had  been  plowed 
in  the  autumn,  and  the  seed  and  manures  could  have  been  put  in 
early  in  the  spring,  I  presume  we  should  have  had  more  favorable 
results. 

"  Are  you  not  ashamed  to  acknowledge,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  that 
you  have  ever  raised  oats  weighing  only  22  lbs.  per  bushel." 

No.  I  have  raised  even  worse  crops  than  this — and  so  has  the 
Deacon.  But  I  made  up  my  mind  that  such  farming  did  not  pay, 
and  I  have  been  trying  hard  since  then  to  clean  my  land  and  get 
it  into  better  condition.  And  until  this  is  done,  it  is  useless  to  talk 
much  of  artificial  manures. 

The  most  striking  result  is  the  effect  of  the  gypsum.  It  not  only 
gave  an  increased  yield  of  11  bushels  per  acre,  but  the  oats  were  of 
decidedly  better  quality,  and  there  was  nearly  half  a  ton  more 
straw  per  acre  than  on  the  plot  alongside,  w^Jiere  no  manure  was 
used. 

The  superphosphate  was  a  good  article,  similar  to  that  used  in 
Mr.  Lawcs'  experiments. 
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CHAPTER     XXXI. 

MANURES  FOR  POTATOES. 

Some  time  ago,  a  farmer  in  Pcuusylvaiiia  wrote  me  tliat  lie 
wanted  "  to  raise  a  first-rate  crop  of  potatoes."  I  answered  Iiim 
as  follows  through  the  American  Agriculturist  : 

"  There  are  many  ways  of  doing  this.  But  as  you  only  enter  on 
the  farm  this  spring,  you  will  work  to  disadvantage.  To  obtain 
the  best  results,  it  is  necessary  to  prepare  for  the  crop  two  or  three 
years  beforehand.  All  that  you  can  do  this  year  is  to  select  the 
best  land  on  the  farm,  put  on  400  lbs.  of  Peruvian  guano,  culti- 
vate thoroughly,  and  suffer  not  a  weed  to  grow.  A  two  or  three- 
year-old  clover-sod,  on  warm,  rich,  sandy  loam,  gives  a  good 
chance  for  potatoes.  Do  not  plow  until  you  are  ready  to  plant. 
Sow  the  guano  broadcast  after  plowing,  and  harrow  it  in,  or  apply 
a  tablespoouful  iu  each  hill,  and  mix  it  with  the  soil.  Mark  out 
the  rows,  both  ways,  three  feet  apart,  and  drop  a  fair-sized  potato 
in  each  hill.  Start  the  cultivator  as  soon  as  the  rows  can  be  dis- 
tinguished, and  repeat  every  week  or  ten  days  until  there  is  danger 
of  disturbing  the  roots.  We  usually  hill  up  a  little,  making  a  broad, 
flat  hill.  A  tablcspoonful  of  plaster,  dusted  on  the  young  plants 
soon  after  they  come  up,  will  usually  do  good.  We  recommeucl 
guano,  because  in  our  experience  it  docs  not  increase  the  rot. 
But  it  is  only  fair  to  add,  that  we  have  not  found  even  barn-yard 
manure,  if  thoroughly  rotted  and  well  mixed  with  the  soil  the  fall 
previous,  half  so  injurious  as  some  people  would  have  us  suppose. 
If  any  one  will  put  25  loads  per  acre  on  our  potato  land,  Ave  will 
agree  to  plant  and  run  the  risk  of  the  rot.  But  we  would  use  some 
guano  as  well.  The  truth  is,  that  it  is  useless  to  expect  a  large 
crop  of  potatoes,  say  350  bushels  per  acre,  without  plenty  of 
manure." 

This  was  written  before  the  potato-beetle  made  its  appearance. 
But  I  think  I  should  say  the  same  thing  now — only  put  it  a  little 
stronger.  The  truth  is,  it  will  not  pay  to  "  fight  the  bugs"  on  a 
poor  crop  of  potatoes.  We  must  select  the  best  land  we  have  and 
make  it  as  ilch  as  possible. 

"But  why  do  you  recommend  Peruvian  guano,"  askcil  the 
Doctor,  "rather  than  superphosphate  or  ashes  ?  Potatoes  contain 
a  large  amount  of  potash,  and  one  would  expect  considerable 
beiictit  from  an  application  of  ashes." 

"Ashes,  plaster,  and  hen-dung,"  said  the  Judge,  "  will  at  any  rate 
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pay  well  on  potatoes.     I  have  tried  this  misturo  again  and  again, 
and  always  with  good  effect." 

"  I  believe  in  the  hen-dung,"  said  I,  "  and  possibly  in  the  plaster, 
but  on  my  land,  ashes  do  not  seem  to  be  specially  beneficial 
on  potatoes,  while  I  have  rarely  used  Peruvian  guano  without 
good  effect;  and  sometimes  it  has  proved  wonderfully  profit- 
able, owing  to  the  high  price  of  potatoes." 


Sometime  ago,  I  had  a  visit  from  one  of  the  most  enterprising 
and  successful  farmers  in  Western  New  York. 

"What  I  want  to  learn,"  he  said,  "is  how  to  make  manure 
enough  to  keep  my  land  in  good  condition.  I  sell  nothing  but 
beans,  potatoes,  wheat,  and  apples.  I  feed  out  all  mj^  corn,  oats, 
stalks,  straw,  and  hay  on  the  farm,  and  draw  into  the  barn-yard 
the  potato-vines  and  everything  else  that  will  rot  into  manure.  I 
make  a  big  pile  of  it.  But  the  point  with  me  is  to  find  out  what  is 
the  best  stock  to  feed  this  straw,  stalks,  hay,  oats,  and  com  to,  so 
as  to  make  the  best  manure  and  return  the  largest  profit.  Last 
year  I  bought  a  lot  of  steers  to  feed  in  winter,  and  lost  money. 
This  fall  I  bought  68  head  of  cows  to  winter,  intending  to  sell 
them  in  the  spring." 

"What  did  they  cost  you  ?  " 

"  I  went  into  Wyoming  and  Cattaraugus  Counties,  and  picked 
them  up  among  the  dairy  farmers,  and  selected  a  very  fair  lot  of 
cows  at  an  average  of  $23  per  head.  I  fexpect  to  sell  them  as  new 
milch  cows  in  the  spring.  Such  cows  last  spring  would  have  been 
worth  $60  to  $70  each." 

"  That  will  pay.  But  it  is  not  often  the  grain-grower  gets  such  a 
chance  to  feed  out  his  straw,  stalks,  and  other  fodder  to  advantage. 
It  cannot  be  adopted  as  a  permanent  system.  It  is  bad  for  the 
dairyman,  and  no  real  help  to  the  grain-grower.  The  manure  is  not 
rich  enough.  Straw  and  stalks  alone  can  not  be  fed  to  advantage. 
And  when  j'-ou  winter  cows  to  sell  again  in  the  spring,  it  will  not 
pay  to  feed  grain.  If  you  were  going  to  keep  the  cows  it  would  pay 
well.  The  fat  and  flesh  j-ou  put  on  in  the  winter  would  be  re- 
turned in  the  form  of  butter  and  cheese  next  summer." 

"  Why  is  not  the  manure  good '?  I  am  careful  to  save  everything, 
and  expect  seven  or  eight  hundred  loads  of  manure  in  the  spring." 

"  You  had  60  acres  of  wheat  that  yielded  25  bushels  per  acre, 
and  have  probably  about  50  tons  of  wheat  straw.  You  had  also 
30  acres  oats,  that  yielded  50  bushels  per  acre,  say  35  tons  of 
straw.  Your  20  aci'es  of  corn  produced  40  bushels  of  shelled  corn 
per  acre ;  say  the  stalks  weigh  30  tons.     And  you  have  60  tons  of 
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hay,  half  clover  and  half  timothy.    Let  us  see  what  your  manure 
from  this  amount  of  grain  and  fodder  is  worth. 

Manures  from 

50  tons  wheat-straw,  @  $2.63 $  134.00 

35  tons  oat-straw,  @  $2.90 101.50 

30  tons  corn-stalks,  @  $3.58 107.40 

30  tons  timothy-hay,  (a)  $6.43 192.90 

30  tons  clover-hay,  («)  $9.64 289.20 

14  tons  oats  (1,500  bush.),  @  $r.';0 107.80 

21  tons  corn  (bOO  bushels),  @  $6.65 159.60 

Total .  ."213  tons  $1,0^2.40 

"  This  is  the  value  of  the  manure  on  the  land.  Assuming  that 
there  are  600  loads,  and  that  the  labor  of  cleaning  out  the  stables, 
piling,  carting,  and  spreading  the  manure  is  worth  30  cents  per 
load,  or  $180,  we  have  $912.40  as  the  net  value  of  the  manure. 

"  Now,  your  250-acre  farm  might  be  so  managed  that  this  amount 
of  manure  annually  applied  would  soon  greatly  increase  its  fertility. 
But  you  do  not  think  you  can  afford  to  summer-fallow,  and  you 
want  to  raise  thirty  or  forty  acres  of  potatoes  every  year." 

"  I  propose  to  do  so,"  he  replied.  "  Situated  as  I  am,  close  to  a 
good  shipping  station,  no  crop  pays  me  better.  My  potatoes  this 
year  have  averaged  me  over  $100  per  acre." 

"Very  good.  But  it  is  perfectly  clear  to  my  mind  that  sooner 
or  later,  you  must  either  farm  slower  or  feed  higher.  And  in  your 
case,  situated  close  to  a  village  where  you  can  get  plenty  of  help, 
and  with  a  good  shipping  station  near  by,  you  had  better  adopt 
the  latter  plan.  You  must  feed  higher,  and  make  richer  manure. 
You  now  feed  out  210  tons  of  stuff,  and  make  600  loads  of  manure, 
worth  $912.40.  By  feeding  out  one  third,  or  71  tons  more,  you  can 
more  than  douhle  the  value  of  the  manure. 

50  tons  of  brnn  or  mill-feed  would  give  manure  worth $  729.50 

21  tons  decorticated  cotton-seed  cake 535.06 

"$1,314.56 
"  Buy  and  feed  out  this  amount  of  bran  and  cake,  and  you  would 
bave  800  loads  of  manure,  worth  on  the  land  $2,220.96,  or,  estimat- 
ing as  before  that  it  cost  30  cents  a  load  to  handle  it,  ils  net  value 
would  be  $1,986.96." 


I  am  well  aware  that  comparatively  few  farmers  in  this  section 
can  afford  to  adopt  this  plan  of  enriching  their  land.  We  want 
better  stock.  I  do  not  know  where  I  could  buy  a  lot  of  steers  that 
it  would  pay  to  fatten  in  tlie  winter.  Those  farmers  who  raise 
good  grade  Shorthorn  or  Devon  cattle  are  not  the  men  to  sell 
them  lialf-fat  at  low  rates.  Tlicy  can  fatten  them  as  well  as  I  can. 
For  some  time  to  come,  the  farmer  who  proposes  to  feed  liberally, 
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wUl  have  lo  raise  his  own  stock.  He  can  rarely  buy  well-bred  ani- 
mals to  fatten.  A  good  farmer  must  be  a  good  farmer  throughout. 
He  can  not  be  good  in  spots.  His  land  must  be  drained,  well- 
worked,  and  free  from  weeds.  If  he  crops  heavily  he  must  manure 
heavily,  and  to  do  this  he  must  feed  liberally — and  he  can  not 
afford  to  feed  liberally  unless  he  has  good  stocli. 

"  I  have,  myself,  no  doubt  but  you  are  right  on  this  point,"  said 
the  Doctor,  "  but  all  this  takes  time.  Suppose  a  farmer  becomes 
satisfied  that  the  manure  he  makes  is  not  rich  enough.  To  tell  him, 
when  he  is  anxious  to  raise  a  good  crop  of  potatoes  next  year,  that 
he  must  go  to  work  and  improve  his  stock  of  cattle,  sheep,  and 
swine,  and  then  buy  bran  and  oil-cake  to  make  richer  manure,  is 
somewhat  tantalizing." 

This  is  true,  and  in  such  a  case,  instead  of  adding  nitrogen  and 
phosphoric  acid  to  his  manure  in  the  shape  of  bran,  oil-cake,  etc., 
he  can  buy  nitrogen  and  phosphoric  acid  in  guano  or  in  nitrate  of 
soda  and  superphosphate.  This  gives  him  richer  manure  ;  which 
is  precisely  what  he  wants  for  his  potatoes.  His  poor  manure  is 
not  so  much  deficient  in  potash  as  in  nitrogen  and  phosphoric  acid, 
and  consequently  it  is  nitrogen  and  phosphoric  acid  that  he  will 
probably  need  to  make  his  soil  capable  of  producing  a  large  crop 
of  potatoes. 

I  have  seen  Peruvian  guano  extensively  used  on  potatoes,  and 

almost  always  with  good  effect.    My  first  experience  with  it  in  this 

country,  was  in  1852.     Four  acres  of  potatoes  were  planted  on  a 

two-year-old  clover-sod,  plowed  in  the  spring.      On  two  acres, 

Peruvian  guano  was  sown  broadcast  at  the  rate  of  300  lbs.  per  acre 

and  harrowed  in.     The  potatoes  were  planted  May  10.     On  the 

other  two  acres  no  manure  of  any  kind  was  used,  though  treated 

exactly  alike  in  every  other  respect.     The  result  was  as  follows : 

No  manure 110  bushels  per  acre. 

£00  lbs.  Peruvian  guano 205        "  " 

The  guano  cost,  here,  about  3  cents  a  lb.,  and  consequently  nine 

dollars' worth  of  guano  gave  84  bushels  of  potatoes.    The  potatoes 

were  all  sound  and  good,  but  where  the  guano  was  used,  they  were 

larger,  with  scarcely  a  small  one  amongst  them. 


In  1857, 1  made  the  following  experiments  on  potatoes,  in  the 
same  field  on  which  the  preceding  experiment  was  made  in  1852. 

In  this  case,  as  before,  the  land  was  a  two-year-old  clover-sod.  It 
was  plowed  about  the  first  of  May,  and  harrowed  until  it  was  in  a 
good  mellow  condition.     The  potatoes  were  planted  in  hills  3^ 
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feet  apart  each  way.    The  following  table  shows  the  manui-es  used 
and  the  yield  of  potatoes  per  acre. 

Experiments   on   Potatoes   at    Mokbton   Faem, 


Dbschiptiok  oy  Manures  used,  and  quantities 

APPLIED  PEK  ACRE. 


No  manure 

150  lbs.  sulphate  of  ammonia 

1300  lbs.  superphospliate  of  lime 

130  lbs.  sulphate  of  ammonia,  and  300  lbs.   superphos- 

j     phate  of  lime 

40 )  lbs.  of  unleached  wood-ashes 

100  lbs.  plaster,  (gypsum,  or  sulphate  of  lime,)  

400  lbs.  unleached  wood-ashes  and  100  lbs.  plaster 

8.  400  lbs.  unleached  wood-ashes,  150  lbs.  sulphate  of  am- 
I    monia,  and  100  lbs.  plaster 

9.  300  lbs.  superphosphate  of  lime,  150  lbs.  sulphate  of  am- 
I    monia  and  400  lbs.  unleached  wood-ashes 

Tiic  superphosphate  of  lime  was  made  expressly  for  experimen- 
tal purposes,  from  calcined  bones,  ground  tine,  and  mixed  with 
sulphuric  acid  in  the  proper  proportions  to  convert  all  the  phos- 
phate of  lime  of  the  bones  into  the  soluble  superphosphate.  It  was 
a  purely  mineral  article,  free  from  ammonia  and  other  organic 
matter.     It  cost  about  two  and  a  half  cents  per  pound. 

The  manures  were  deposited  in  the  hill,  covered  with  an  inch  or 
two  of  soil,  and  the  seed  then  planted  on  the  top.  Where  super- 
phosphate of  lime  or  sulphate  of  ammonia  was  used  m  conjunction 
with  ashes,  the  ashes  were  first  deposited  in  the  hill  and  covered 
with  a  little  soil,  and  then  the  superphosphate  or  sulphate  of  am- 
monia placed  on  the  top  and  covered  with  soil  before  the  seed  was 
planted.  Notwithstanding  this  i:)recaution,  the  rain  washed  the 
sulphate  of  ammonia  into  the  ashes,  and  decomposition,  with  loss 
of  ammonia,  was  the  result.  This  will  account  for  the  less  yield 
on  plot  8  than  on  plot  2.  It  would  have  been  better  to  have  sown 
the  ashes  broadcast,  but  some  previous  experiments  with  Peruvian 
guano  on  potatoes  indicated  that  it  was  best  to  apply  guano  m  the 
hill,  carefully  covering  it  with  soil  to  prevent  it  injuring  the  seed, 
than  to  sow  it  broadcast.  It  was  for  this  reason,  and  for  the  greater 
convenience  in  sowing,  that  the  manures  were  applied  in  the  hill. 

The  ash  of  potatoes  consists  of  about  50  per  cent  of  potasli,  and 
this  fact  has  induced  many  writers  to  recommend  ashes  as  a  manure 
for  this  crop.     It  will  be  seen,  however,  that  iu  this  instance,  at 
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least,  they  have  very  little  effect,  400  lbs.  gmng  an  increase  of  only 
fire  bushels  per  acre.  One  hundred  pounds  of  plaster  per  acre  gave 
an  increase  of  six  bushels.  Plaster  and  ashes  combined,  an  increase 
per  acre  of  15  bushels. 

One  fact  is  clearly  brought  out  by  these  experiments  :  that  this 
soil,  which  has  been  under  cultivation  without  manure  for  many 
years,  is  not,  relatively  to  other  constituents  of  crops,  deficient  in 
potash.  Had  such  been  the  case,  the  sulphate  of  ammonia  and 
superphosphate  of  lime — manures  which  contain  no  potash — would 
not  have  given  an  increase  of  84  bushels  of  potatoes  per  acre. 
There  was  sufficient  potash  in  the  soil,  in  an  available  condition, 
for  179  bushels  of  potatoes  per  acre  ;  and  the  reason  why  the  soil 
without  manure  produced  only  95  bushels  per  acre,  was  owing  to 
a  deficiency  of  ammonia  and  phosphates. 

Since  these  experiments  were  made.  Dr.  Yoelcker  and  others  have 
inAde  similar  ones  in  England.  The  results  on  the  whole  all  point 
in  one  direction.  They  show  that  the  manures  most  valuable  for 
potatoes  are  those  rich  in  nitrogen  and  phosphoric  acid,  and  that 
occasionally  potash  is  also  a  useful  addition. 

"  There  is  one  thing  I  should  like  to  know,"  said  the  Doctor. 
"  Admitting  that  nitrogen  and  phosphoric  acid  and  potash  are  the 
most  important  elements  of  plant-food,  how  many  bushels  of  po- 
tatoes should  we  be  likely  to  get  from  a  judicious  application  of 
these  manures?" 

"  There  is  no  way,"  said  I,  "  of  getting  at  this  with  any  degree 
of  certainty.  The  numerous  experiments  that  have  been  made  in 
England  seem  to  show  that  a  given  quantity  of  manure  will  produce 
a  larger  increase  on  poor  land  than  on  land  in  better  condition." 

In  England  potatoes  are  rarely  if  ever  planted  without  manure, 
and"  the  land  selected  for  this  crop,  even  without  manure,  would 
usually  be  in  better  condition  than  the  average  potato  land  of  this 
section,  and  consequently  a  given  amount  of  manure,  applied  to 
potatoes  here,  would  be  likely  to  do  more  good,  up  to  a  certain 
point,  than  the  same  amount  would  in  England. 

Let  us  look  at  some  of  the  experiments  that  have  been  made  in 
England : — 

In  the  Transactions  of  the  Highland  and  Agricultural -Society  of 
Scotland  for  1873  is  a  prize  essay  on  "Experiments  upon  Potatoes, 
with  Potash  Salts,  on  Light  Land,"  by  Charles  D.  Hunter,  F.  C.  S., 
made  on  the  farm  of  William  Lawson,  in  Cumberland.  Mr.  Hun- 
ter "  was  charged  with  the  manuring  of  the  farm  and  the  purchas- 
ing of  chemical  manures  to  the  annual  value  of  £3,000,"  or  say 
$10,000. 
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"Potatoes,"  says  Mr.  Hunter,  "  were  largely  grown  on  the  farm, 
and  in  tlie  absence  of  a  sufBciency  of  farm-yard  manure,  potash 
naturally  suggested  itself  as  a  necessary  constituent  of  a  chemical 
potato-manure.  The  soil  was  light  and  gravelly,  with  an  open 
subsoil,  and  the  rainfall  from  29  to  38  inches  a  year." 

The  first  series  of  experiments  was  made  in  1867.  The  follow- 
ing are  some  of  the  results  : — 

Bushels  per  acre. 

No  manure 221 

4  c wt.  mineral  superphosphate 225 

4  cwt.  mineral  superphosphate  and )  cAn 

4  cwt.  of  muriate  of  ijotasli [ 

15a  tons  farm-yard  manure 293 

"  Tliat  does  not  say  much  for  potash  rind  superphosphate,"  said 
the  Deacon.  "  The  superphosphate  only  produced  four  bushels 
more  than  the  no  manure,  and  the  potash  and  superphosphate 
only  fifteen  bushels  more  than  the  superphosphate  alone." 

It  may  be  worth  while  mentioning  that  one  of  the  experimental 
plots  this  year  was  on  a  head-land,  "  where  the  cattle  frecpently 
stand  tor  shelter."  This  plot  was  dressed  with  only  eight  and  a 
half  tons  of  manure,  and  the  crop  was  over  427  bushels  per  acre, 
while  a  plot  alongside,  without  manure,  produced  only  1G3  bushels 
per  acre. 

"  That  shows  the  importance,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  of  planting 
potatoes  on  rich  land,  rather  than  to  plant  on  poor  land  and  try  to 
make  it  rich  by  applying  manure  directly  to  the  crop." 

The  following  are  some  of  the  results  in  1868  : 

Bushels  per  acre. 
1.     No  manure 233 

(  4  cwt.  superphosphate \ 

2.-<2    "    muriate  of  potash )-340 

(2    "    sulphate  of  ammonia ) 

3 .     20  tons  farm-yard  manure 342 

.    J  4  cwt.  superphosphate I  07  < 

(4    "    muriate  of  potash ) 

"Here  again,"  said  the  Doctor,  "superphosphate  and  potash 
alone  give  an  increase  of  only  forty-two  bu.shels  per  acre,  while  on 
plot  2,  where  two  hundred  weiglit  of  muriate  of  potash  is  substi- 
tuted by  two  hundred  weight  of  sulpliate  of  ammonia,  the  increase 
is  108  bushels  per  acre.  It  certain!}^  looks  as  tliough  a  manure  for 
potatoes,  so  far  as  yield  is  concerned,  should  be  ricli  in  availal)le 
nitrogen." 
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The  following  are  some  of  tiie  results  in  1869 : 

Bushels  per  acre. 

1.     No  manure IVG 

'4cwt.  superphosphate. 
n    \i     "     sulphate  of  magnesia long 


3    "     muriate  of  potash. 

sulphate  of  ammonia. 

3.  ""4cwt.  superphosphate 189 

A    \^  cvvt.  superphosphate )  cn^ 

(2    "     sulphate  of  ammonia j" 

(  i.  cwt.  superphosphate 

5 .  •<  a    "     muriate  of  potash V  310 

(2    "     sulphate  of  ammonia ) 

g    (  4  cwt.  superphosphate [  2X9 

■  j  2    "     muriate  of  potash j  "^ 

"This  is  a  very  interesting  experiment,"  said  the  Doctor. 
"  Superphosphat3  alone  gives  an  increase  of  thirteen  bushels. 
Superphosphate  and  potash  an  increase  of  seventy-three  bushels. 
The  potash,  therefore,  gives  an  increase  of  sixty  bushels.  Super- 
phosphate and  ammonia  give  twelve  bushels  more  than  superphos- 
phate alone,  and  the  reason  it  does  not  produce  a  better  crop  is 
owing  to  a  deficiency  of  potash.  When  this  is  supplied  the  am- 
monia gives  an  increase  (plots  5  and  6)  of  ninety-one  bushels  per 
acre." 

In  1870  the  above  experiments  were  repeated  on  the  same  land, 
with  the  same  general  results. 

In  1871  some  experiments  were  made  on  a  sharp,  gravelly  soil, 
"which  had  been  over-cropped,  and  was  in  poor  condition.  The  fol- 
lowing are  the  results : — 

Bushels  per  acre. 

■y   j  9  cwt.  superphosphate i  i  sfi 

■|3    "     sulphate  of  ammonia ( 

(  9  c wt.  superphosphate | 

2.  <  3?  "     muriate  of  potash ^204 

(3    "     sulphate  of  ammonia ) 

3.  No  manure 70 

(  9  cwt.  superphosphate ) 

4.-|85  "    muriate  of  potash V205 

(3    "    sulphate  of  ammonia ) 

5.     20  tons  farm-yard  manure 197 

"  On  this  poor  soil,"  said  the  Doctor,  "  the  ammonia  and  super- 
phosphate gave  an  increase  of  110  bushels  per  acre;  and  3t}  hun- 
dred weight  of  muriate  of  potash  an  increase,  on  one  plot,  of 
eighteen  bushels,  and  on  the  other  nineteen  bushels  per  acre." 

In  the  same  year,  1871,  another  set  of  experiments  was  made  on 
a  ])etter  and  more  loamy  soil,  which  had  been  in  grass  for  several 
years.  In  1309  it  was  sown  for  hay,  and  in  1870  was  broken  up 
and  sown  to  oats,  and  the  next  spring  planted  with  potatoes.  The 
following  are  some  of  the  results: 
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Bushels  per  acre. 

(  6i  cwt.  superphosphate 1 

l.-<23    "    muriate  of  potash >-321 

(  2i     "    sulphate  of  ammonia J 

c    j  6j-  cwt.  superphosphate (.  905 

"'  [2,^    "    sulphate  of  ammonia S~" 

3.     No  manure 252 

-    (  6?  cwt.  superphosphate [  ^^-^ 

\  2i    "    muriate  of  jjotash j 

5.  25  cwt.  sulphate  01  ammonia 238 

6.  15  tons  farm-yjiid  manure 305 

"  It  is  curious,"  said  the  Doctor,  "  that  the  plot  with  sulphate  of 
ammonia  alone  should  produce  less  than  the  no-manure  plot." 

"The  sulphate  of  ammonia,"  said  I,  "may  have  injured  the 
seed,  or  it  may  have  produced  too  luxuriant  a  growth  of  vine." 

Another  series  of  experiments  was  made  on  another  portion  of 
the  same  field  in  1871.  The  "no-manure"  plot  produced  337 
bushels  per  acre.  Manures  of  various  kinds  were  used,  but  the 
largest  yield,  351  bushels  per  acre,  was  from  superphosphate  and 
sulphate  of  ammonia;  fourteen  tons  barn-yard  manure  produce 
340  bushels  per  acre ;  and  Mr.  Hunter  remarks :  "  It  is  evident 
that,  when  the  produce  of  the  unmanured  soil  reaches  nine  tons 
[336  bushels]  per  acre,  there  is  but  little  scope  for  manure  of  any 
kmd." 

"I  do  not  see,"  said  the  Doctor,  "  that  you  have  answered  my 
que^ion,  but  I  suppose  that,  with  potatoes  at  fifty  cents  a  bushel, 
and  wheat  at  $1.50  per  bushel,  artificial  manures  can  be  more 
profitably  vised  on  potatoes  than  on  wheat,  and  the  same  is  prob- 
ablj^  true  of  oats,  barley,  corn,  etc." 

I  have  long  been  of  the  opinion  that  artificial  manures  cr.n  be 
applied  to  potatoes  with  more  profit  than  to  any  other  ordinary 
farm-crop,  for  the  simple  reason  that,  m  this  country,  potatoes,  on 
the  average,  command  relatively  high  prices. 

For  instance,  if  average  land,  without  manure,  will  produce  fif- 
teen bushels  of  wheat  per  acre  and  100  bushels  of  potatoes,  and  a 
given  quantity  of  manure  costing,  say  $25,  will  double  the  crop, 
we  have,  in  the  one  case,  an  increase  of: — 

15  bushels  of  wheat  at  §1.50 $23.50 

15  cwt.  of  straw 3. .50 

.^26.00 

Cost  of  manure 25.00 

Profit  from  u«ing  manure §1.(J0 

And  in  the  olher : — 

100  bushels  of  potatoes  at  50  cents .5'5n.Of) 

Cost  of  manure 25.00 

Profit  from  using  manure :?25.00 
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The  only  question  is,  whether  the  same  quantity  of  the  right 
kind  of  manure  is  as  likely  to  double  the  potato  crop  as  to  double 
the  wheat  crop,  when  both  are  raised  on  average  land. 

"  It  is  not  an  easy  matter,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  to  double  the  yield 
of  potatoes." 

"Neither  is  it,"  said  I,  "  to  double  the  yield  of  wheat,  but  both 
can  be  done,  provided  you  start  low  enough.  If  your  land  is  clean, 
and  well  worked,  and  dry,  and  only  produces  ten  bushels  of  wheat 
per  acre,  there  is  no  difficulty  in  making  it  produce  twenty  bushels ; 
and  so  of  potatoes.  If  the  land  be  dry  and  well  cultivated,  and, 
barring  the  bugs,  produces  without  manure  75  bushels  per  acre, 
there  ought  to  be  no  difficulty  in  making  it  produce  150  bushels. 

"  But  if  your  land  produces,  without  manure,  150  bushels,  it  is 
not  always  easy  to  make  it  produce  300  bushels.  Fortunately,  or 
unfortunately,  our  land  is,  in  most  cases,  poor  enough  to  start 
with,  and  we  ought  to  be  able  to  use  manure  on  potatoes  to  great 
advantage." 

''  But  will  not  the  manure,"  asked  the  Deacon,"  injure  the  quality 
of  the  potatoes  ? " 

I  think  not.  So  far  a?  my  experiments  and  experience  go,  the 
judicious  use  of  good  manure,  on  dry  land,  favors  the  perfect  ma- 
turity of  the  tubers  and  the  formation  of  starch.  I  never  manured 
potatoes  so  highly  as  I  did  last  year  (1877),  and  never  had  potatoes 
of  such  high  quality.  They  cook  white,  dry,  and  mealy.  We 
made  furrows  two  and  a  half  feet  apart,  and  spread  rich,  well-rotted 
manure  in  the  furrows,  and  planted  the  potatoes  on  top  of  the  ma- 
nure, and  covered  them  with  a  plow.  In  our  climate,  I  am  inclined 
to  think,  it  would  be  better  to  apply  the  manure  to  the  land  for 
potatoes  the  autumn  previous.  If  sod  land,  spread  the  manure  on 
the  surface,  and  let  it  lie  exposed  all  winter.  If  stubble  land, 
plow  it  in  the  fall,  and  then  spread  the  manure  in  the  fall  or  win- 
ter, and  plow  it  under  in  the  spring. 
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WHAT    CROPS    SHOULD    MANURE    BE    APPLIED    TO. 

"It  will  not  do  any  harm  on  any  crop,"  said  the  Deacon,  "but 
on  my  farm  it  seems  to  be  most  convenient  to  draw  it  out  in  the 
winter  or  spring,  and  plow  it  under  for  corn.  I  do  not  know  any 
farmer  except  you  who  uses  it  on  potatoes." 

My  own  rule  is  to  apply  manure  to  those  crops  which  require 
the  most  labor  per  acre.  But  I  am  well  aware  that  this  rule  will 
have  many  exceptions.  For  instance,  it  will  often  pay  well  to  use 
manure  on  barley,  and  yet  barley  requires  far  less  labor  than  corn 
or  potatoes. 

People  who  let  out,  and  those  who  work  farms  "  on  shares " 
seldom  understand  this  matter  clearly.  I  knew  a  farmer,  who  last 
year  let  out  afield  of  good  land,  that  had  been  in  corn  the  previous 
year,  to  a  man  to  sow  to  barley,  and  afterwards  to  wheat  on  "the 
halves."  Another  part  of  the  farm  was  taken  by  a  man  to  plant 
corn  and  potatoes  on  similar  terms,  and  another  man  put  in  several 
acres  of  cabbage,  beets,  carrots,  and  onions  on  halves.  It  never 
seemed  to  occur  to  either  of  them  that  the  conditions  were  un- 
equal. The  expense  of  digging  and  harvesting  the  potato-crop 
alone  was  greater  than  the  whole  cost  of  the  barley-crop ;  while, 
after  the  barley  was  off,  the  land  Avas  plowed  once,  harrowed,  and 
sowed  to  winter  wheat ;  and  nothing  more  has  to  be  done  to  it 
until  the  next  harvest,  With  the  garden  crops,  the  difference  is 
even  still  more  striking.  The  labor  expended  on  one  acre  of 
onions  or  carrots  w^ould  put  in  and  harvest  a  ten-acre  field  of 
barley.  If  the  tenant  gets  pay  for  his  labor,  the  landlord  would 
get  say  $5  an  acre  for  his  barley  land,  and  $50  for  his  carrot  and 
onion  land.  I  am  pretty  sure  the  tenants  did  not  see  the  matter 
in  this  light,  nor  the  farmer  either. 

Crops  which  require  a  large  amount  of  labor  can  only  be  grown 
on  very  rich  land.  Our  successful  market-gardeners,  seed-growers, 
and  nurserj'men  understand  this  matter.  They  must  get  great 
crops  or  they  cannot  pay  their  labor  bill.  And  the  principle  is  ap- 
plicable to  ordinary  farm  crops.  Some  of  them  require  much  more 
labor  (ban  others,  and  should  never  be  grown  unless  the  land  is 
12 
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capable  of  producing  a  maximum  yield  per  acre,  or  a  close  ap- 
proximation to  it.  As  a  rule,  the  least-paying  crops  are  those  which 
require  the  least  labor  per  acre.  Farmers  are  afraid  to  expend 
much  money  for  labor.  They  are  wise  in  this,  unless  all  the  con- 
ditions are  favorable.  But  when  they  have  land  in  a  high  state  of 
cultivation — drained,  clean,  mellow,  and  rich — it  would  usually  pay 
them  well  to  grow  crops  which  require  the  most  labor. 

And  it  should  never  be  forgotten  that,  as  compared  with  nearly 
all  other  countries,  our  labor  is  expensive.  No  matter  how  cheap 
our  land  may  be,  we  can  not  afford  to  waste  our  labor.  It  is  too 
costly.  If  men  would  work  for  nothing,  and  board  themselves, 
there  are  localities  where  we  could  perhaps  afford  to  keep  sheep 
that  shear  two  pounds  of  wool  a  year ;  or  cows  that  make  75  lbs. 
of  butter.  "We  might  make  a  profit  out  of  a  wheat-crop  of  8  bush- 
els per  acre,  or  a  corn-crop  of  15  bushels,  or  a  potato-crop  of  50 
bushels.  But  it  cannot  be  done  with  labor  costing  from  $1.00  to 
$1.25  per  day.  And  I  do  not  believe  labor  will  cost  much  less  in 
our  time.  The  only  thing  we  can  do  is  to  employ  it  to  the  best  ad- 
vantage. Machinery  will  help  us  to  some  extent,  but  I  can  see  no 
real  escape  from  our  difficulties  in  this  matter,  except  to  raise  larger 
crops  per  acre. 

In  ordinary  farming,  "  larger  crops  per  acre  "  means  fewer  acres 
planted  or  sown  with  grain.  It  means  more  summer  fallow,  more 
grass,  clover,  peas,  mustard,  coleseed,  roots,  and  other  crops  that 
arc  consumed  on  the  farm.  It  means  more  thorough  cultiva- 
tion. It  means  clean  and  rich  land.  It  means  husbanding  the 
ammonia  and  nitric  acid,  which  is  brought  to  the  soil,  as  well  as 
that  which  is  developed  frOm  the  soil,  or  which  the  soil  attracts 
from  the  atmosphere,  and  using  it  to  grow  a  crop  every  second, 
third,  or  fourth  year,  instead  of  every  year.  If  a  piece  of  land  will 
grow  25  bushels  of  corn  every  year,  we  should  aim  to  so  manage 
it,  that  it  will  grow  50  every  other  year,  or  75  every  third  year,  or, 
if  the  climate  is  capable  of  doing  it.  of  ra<ising  100  bushels  per  acre 
every  fourth  year. 

Theoretically  this  can  be  done,  and  in  one  of  Mr.  Lawes'  experi- 
ments he  did  it  practically  in  the  case  of  a  summer-fallow  for 
wheat,  the  one  crop  in  two  years  giving  a  little  more  than  two 
crops  sown  in  succession.  But  on  sandy  land  we  should  probably 
lose  a  portion  of  the  liberated  plant-food,  unless  we  grew  a  crop  of 
some  kind  every  j^ear.  And  the  matter  organized  in  the  renovat- 
ing crop  could  not  be  rendered  completely  available  for  the 
next  crop.  In  the  end,  however,  we  ought  to  be  able  to  get  it  with 
little  or  no  loss.     How  best  to  accomplish  this  result,  is  one  of  the 
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most  interesting  and  important  f.elds  for  scientific  investigation  and 
practical  experiment.  We  linow  euougli,  however,  to  be  sure  tliat 
there  is  a  great  advantage  in  waiting  until  there  is  a  sufBcient  ac- 
cumulation of  available  plant-food  in  the  soil  to  produce  a  large 
yield,  before  sowing  a  crop  that  requires  much  labor. 

If  we  do  not  want  to  wait,  we  must  apply  manure.  If  we  have 
no  barn-yard  or  stable-manure,  we  must  buy  artificials. 

HOW   AND    WHEN   MANURE    SHOULD   BE   APPLIED. 

This  is  not  a  merely  theoretical  or  chemical  question.  Vie  must 
lake  into  consideration  the  cost  of  application.  Also,  whether  we 
apply  it  at  a  busy  or  a  leisure  season.  I  have  seen  it  recommended, 
for  instance,  to  spread  manure  on  meadow-land  immediately  after 
the  hay-crop  was  removed.  Now,  I  think  this  may  be  theoretically 
very  good  advice.  But,  on  my  farm,  it  would  throw  the  work 
right  into  the  midst  of  wheat  and  barley  harvests ;  and  I  should 
make  the  theory  bend  a  little  to  my  convenience.  The  meadows 
would  have  to  wait  until  we  had  got  in  the  crops — or  until  harvest 
operations  were  stopped  by  rain. 

I  mention  this  merely  to  show  the  complex  character  of  this 
question.  On  my  own  farm,  the  most  leisure  season  of  the  year, 
except  the  winter,  is  immediately  after  wheat  harvest.  And,  as 
already  stated,  it  is  at  this  time  that  John  Johnston  draws  out  his 
manure  and  spreads  it  on  grass-laud  intended  to  be  plowed  up  the 
following  spring  for  corn. 

If  the  manure  was  free  from  weed-seeds,  many  of  our  best  farm- 
ers, if  they  had  some  well-rotted  manure  like  this  of  John  John- 
ston's, w^ould  draw  it  out  and  spread  it  on  their  fields  prepared  for 
winter-wheat. 

In  this  case,  I  should  draw  out  the  manure  in  heaps  and  then 
spread  it  carefully.  Then  harrow  it,  and  if  the  harrow  pulls  the 
manure  into  heaps,  spread  them  and  harrow  again.  It  is  of  the 
greatest  importance  to  spread  manure  evenly  and  mix  it  tlioi"- 
oughly  with  the  soil.  If  this  w^ork  is  well  done,  and  the  manure 
is  well-rotted,  it  will  not  interfere  with  the  drill.  And  the  manure 
will  be  near  the  surface,  where  the  young  roots  of  the  wheat  can 
get  hold  of  it. 

"  You  must  recollect,"  said  tiie  Doctor,  "  that  the  roots  can  only 
take  up  the  manure  when  in  solution." 

"  It  must  also  be  reniem1)ercd,"  said  I,  "  that  a  light  rain  of,  say, 
only  half  an  inch,  pours  dovv-n  on  to  the  manures  spread  on  an 
acre  of  land  about  14,000  gallons  of  water,  or  about  50  tons.     If 
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you  have  put  on  8  tons  of  manure,  half  an  incli  of  rain  would  fur- 
nish a  gallon  of  water  to  each  pound  of  manure.  It  is  not  difficult 
to  understand,  therefore,  how  manure  applied  on  the  surface,  or 
near  the  surface,  can  be  taken  up  by  the  young  roots." 

"  That  puts  the  matter  in  a  new  light  to  me,"  said  the  Deacon. 
"  If  the  manure  was  plowed  under,  five  or  six  inches  deep,  it 
would  require  an  abundant  rain  to  reach  the  manure.  And  it  is 
not  one  year  in  five  that  we  get  rain  enough  to  thoroughly  soak 
the  soil  for  several  weeks  after  sowing  the  wheat  in  August  or 
September.  And  when  it  does  come,  the  season  is  so  far  advanced 
that  the  wheat  plants  make  little  growth." 

My  own  opinion  is,  that  on  clayey  land,  manure  will  act  much 
quicker  if  applied  on,  or  near  the  surface,  than  if  plowed  under. 
Clay  mixed  with  manure  arrests  or  checks  decomposition.  Sand 
has  no  such  effect.  If  anything,  it  favors  a  more  active  decompo- 
sition, and  hence,  manure  acts  much  more  rapidly  on  sandy 
land  than  on  clay  land.  And  I  think,  as  a  rule,  where  a  farmer 
advocates  the  application  of  manure  on  the  surface,  it  will  be 
found  that  he  occupies  clay  land  or  a  heavy  loam ;  while  those 
who  oppose  the  practice,  and  think  manure  should  be  plowed 
under,  occupy  sandy  land  or  sandy  loam. 

"  J.  J.  Thomas,"  said  I,  "once  gave  me  a  new  idea." 

"Is  that  anything  strange,"  remarked  the  Deacon.  "Arc  ideas 
so  scarce  among  you  agricultural  writers,  that  yon  can  recollect 
who  first  suggested  them  ? " 

"Be  that  as  it  may,"  said  I,  "this  idea  has  had  a  decided  influ- 
ence on  my  farm  practice.  I  will  not  say  that  the  idea  originated 
with  Mr.  Thomas,  but  at  any  rate,  it  was  new  to  me.  I  had  always 
been  in  the  habit,  when  spading  in  manure  in  the  garden,  of  putting 
the  manure  in  the  trench  and  covering  it  up  ;  and  in  plowing  it  in, 
I  thought  it  was  desirable  to  put  it  at  the  bottom  of  the  furrow 
where  the  next  furrow  would  cover  ic  up." 

"  Well,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  and  what  objection  is  there  to  the 
practice  V  " 

"  I  am  not  objecting  to  the  practice.  I  do  not  say  that  it  is  not  a 
good  plan.  It  may  often  be  the  only  practicable  method  of  apply- 
ing manure.  But  it  is  well  to  know  that  there  is  sometimes  a  better 
plan.  The  idea  that  Mr.  Thomas  gave  me,  was,  that  it  was  very 
desirable  to  break  up  the  manure  fine,  spread  it  evenly,  and  thor- 
oughly mix  it  with  the  soil. 

"  After  the  manure  is  spread  on  the  soil,"  said  Mr.  Thomas,  "  and 
before  plowing  it  in,  great  benefit  is  derived  by  thoroughly  harrow- 
ing the  top-soil,  thus  breaking  finely  both  the  manure  and  the  soil, 
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and  mixing  them  well  together.  Another  way  for  the  perfect  dif- 
fusion of  the  manure  among  the  particles  of  earth,  is,  to  spread 
the  manure  in  autumn,  so  that  all  the  rains  of  this  season  may  dis- 
solve the  soluble  portions  and  carry  them  down  among  the  parti- 
cles, where  they  are  absorbed  and  retained  for  the  growing  crop. 

"In  experiments,"  continues  Mr.  Thomas,  "  when  the  manure 
for  corn  was  thus  applied  in  autumn,  has  atforded  a  yield  of  about 
70  bushels  per  acre,  when  the  same  amount  applied  in  spring,  gave 
only  50  bushels.  A  thin  coating  of  manure  applied  to  winter- 
wheat  at  the  time  of  sowing,  and  was  harrowed  in,  has  increased 
the  crop  from  7  to  10  bushels  per  acre — and  in  addition  to  this,  by 
the  stronger  growth  it  lias  caused,  as  well  as  by  the  protection  it 
has  afforded  to  the  surface,  it  has  not  unfrequently  saved  the  crop 
from  partial  or  total  winter-killing. 

"  In  cases  where  it  is  necessary  to  apply  coarse  manures  at  once, 
much  may  be  done  in  lessening  the  evils  of  coarseness  by  artificially 
grinding  it  into  the  soil.  The  instrument  called  the  drag-roller — 
which  is  lilie  the  common  roller  set  stiff  so  as  not  to  revolve — has 
been  used  to  great  advantage  for  this  purpose,  by  passing  it  over 
the  surface  in  connection  with  the  harrow.  We  have  known  this 
treatment  to  effect  a  thorough  intermixture,  and  to  more  than 
double  the  crop  obtained  by  common  management  with  common 
manure." 

TOP-DRESSING  WITH  MANURE. 


The  term  "  top-dressing  "  usually  refers  to  sowing  or  spreading 
manures  on  the  growing  crop.  For  instance,  we  top-dress  pastures 
or  meadows  by  spreading  manure  on  the  surface.  If  we  sow  ni- 
trate of  soda,  or  guano,  on  our  winter-wheat  in  the  spring,  that 
would  be  top-dressing.  We  often  sow  gypsum  on  clover,  and  on 
barley,  and  peas,  while  the  plants  are  growing  in  the  spring,  and 
this  is  top-dressing. 

"  If  the  gypsum  was  sown  broadcast  on  the  land  before  sowing 
the  seed,"  said  the  Deacon, "  would  not  that  be  top-dressing  also  ?  " 

Strictly  speaking,  I  suppose  that  would  not  be  top-dressing. 

Top-dressing  in  the  sense  in  wliicli  I  understand  the  term,  is 
seldom  adopted,  except  on  meadows  and  pastures  as  a  regular  sys- 
tem. It  is  an  after-thought.  We  have  sown  wheat  on  a  poor, 
sandy  knoll,  and  we  draw  out  some  manure  and  spread  on  it  in  the 
winter  or  early  spring;  or  we  top-dress  it  with  hen-manure,  or 
guano,  or  nitrate  of  soda  aod  supcrpliosphatc.  I  do  not  say  that 
this  is  better  than  to  apply  the  manure  at  the  time  cf  sowing  the 
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wheat,  but  if  we  neglect  to  do  so,  then  top-dressing  is  a  commend- 
able practice. 

Dr.  Voelcker  reports  the  result  of  some  experiments  in  top-dress- 
ing winter-wheat  on  the  farm  of  the  Royal  Agricultural  College  at 
Cirencester,  England.  The  manures  were  finely  sifted  and  mixed 
with,  about  ten  times  their  weight  of  fine  soil,  and  sown  broadcast 
on  the  growing  wheat,  March  22.  A  flue  rain  occurred  the  follow- 
ing day,  and  washed  the  manure  into  the  soil.  The  following  is 
the  yield  per  acre : —  . 

No  manure 27  bushels  and  1984  lbs.  of  straw. 

280  lbs.  Peruvian  guauo 40  "  "  2576  "  " 

195"    nitrate  of  soda 38  "  "  2695  " 

180   "    nitrate  of  soda,  and  168  lbs.  of 

commonsalt 404  "  '•'  2736  "  " 

448  lbs.  Proctor's  wheat-manure 89i  "  "  2668  "  " 

672   "          "                "            "       44i  "•  "  3032  "  " 

4  tons  chalk-marl 27  "  "  1872  "  " 

The  manures  in  each  case  cost  $7.80  per  acre,  except  tbc  large 
dose  of  Proctor's  wheat-manure,  which  cost  $11.70  per  acre.  The 
wheat  was  worth  $1.26  per  busbel.  Leaving  the  value  of  the  straw 
out  of  the  question,  the  profit  from  the  use  of  the  top-dressing  was  : 

With  guano. S8.70  per  acre. 

"    nitrate  of  soda 6.00 

"    nitrate  of  soda  and  common  salt 9.38 

"    448  lbs.  wheat-manure 7.94 

"    672   "  "  "        10.16 

The  marl  did  no  good. 

The  nitrate  of  soda  and  common  salt  contained  no  phosphoric 
acid,  and  yet  produced  an  excellent  eff"ect.  The  guano  and  the 
wheat-manure  contained  phosphoric  acid  as  well  as  nitrogen,  and 
the  following  crop  of  clover  would  be  likely  to  get  some  benefit 
from  it. 

John  Johnston  wrote  in  1868,  "  I  have  used  manure  only  as  a 
top-dressing  for  the  last  20  years,  and  I  do  think  one  load,  used  in 
that  way,  is  worth  far  more  than  two  loads  plowed  under  on  our 
stiff  laud." 
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CHAPTER    XXXIII. 

MANURES    ON    PERMANENT    MEADOWS    AND 
PASTURES. 

la  this  country,  wliere  labor  is  comparatively  high,  and  hay 
often  commands  a  good  price,  a  good,  permanent  meadow  fre- 
quently affords  as  much  real  profit  as  any  other  portion  of  the 
farm.  Now  that  we  have  good  mowing-machines,  tedders,  rakes, 
and  loading  and  unloading  apparatus,  the  labor  of  hay-making 
is  greatly  lessened.  The  only  difficulty  is  to  keep  up  and  increase 
the  annual  growth  of  good  grass. 

Numerous  experiments  on  top-dressing  meadows  are  reported 
from  year  to  year.  The  results,  of  course,  differ  considerably,  being 
influenced  by  the  soil  and  season.  The  profit  of  the  practice  de- 
pends very  much  on  the  price  of  hay.  In  the  Eastern  States,  hay 
generally  commands  a  higher  relative  price  than  grain,  and  it  not 
unfrequently  happens  that  we  can  use  manure  on  grass  to  decided 
advantage. 

The  celebrated  experiments  of  Messrs.  Lawes  &  Gilbert  with 
"  Manures  on  Permanent  Meadow-land"  were  commenced  in  1856, 
and  have  been  continued  on  the  same  plots  every  year  since  that 
time. 

"  You  need  not  be  afraid,  Deacon,"  said  I,  as  the  old  gentleman 
commenced  to  button  up  his  coat,  "  I  am  not  going  into  the  details 
of  these  wonderful  experiments  ;  but  I  am  sure  you  will  be  inter- 
ested in  the  results  of  the  first  six  or  seven  years. 

The  following  table  cxiilains  itself: 
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These  are  all  the  figures  I  will  trouble  you  with.  The  "  mixed 
mineral  manures"  consisted  of  superphosphate  of  lime  (composed 
of  150  lbs.  bone-ash  and  150  lbs.  sulphuric  acid,  sp.  gr.  1.7),  300  lbs. 
sulphate  of  potash,  200  lbs.  sulphate  of  soda,  and  100  lbs.  sulphate 
of  magnesia.  The  ammonia-salts  consisted  of  equal  parts  sulphate 
and  muriate  of  ammonia,  containing  about  25  per  cent,  of  ammo- 
nia. The  manux'cs  were  sown  as  early  as  possible  in  the  spring, 
and,  if  the  weather  was  suitable,  sometimes  in  February.  The 
farmyard-manure  was  spread  on  the  land,  in  the  first  year,  in  the 
spring,  afterwards  in  November  or  December.  The  hay  was  cut 
from  the  middle  to  the  last  of  June ;  and  the  aftermath  was  pas- 
tured off'  by  sheep  in  October. 

"  It  is  curious,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  that  400  lbs.  of  ammonia-salts 
should  give  as  great  an  increase  in  the  yield  of  hay  the  first  yeaf 
as  14  tons  of  farmyard-manure,  but  the  second  year  the  farmyard- 
manure  comes  out  decidedly  ahead." 

"  The  farmyard-manure,"  said  I,  "  was  applied  every  year,  at  the 
rate  of  14  gross  tons  per  acre,  for  eight  years — 1853  to  1863.  After 
18G3,  this  plot  was  left  without  manure  of  any  kind.  The  average 
yield  of  this  plo^  during  the  first  8  years  was  4,800  lbs.  of  hay  per 
acre. 

On  the  plot  dressed  with  14  tons  of  farmyard -manure  and  200 
lbs.  ammonia-salts,  the  average  yield  of  hay  for  8  years  was  5,544 
lbs.  per  acre.  After  the  eighth  year  the  farmyard-manure  was  dis- 
continued, and  during  the  next  twelve  years  the  yield  of  hay 
averaged  3,083  lbs.,  or  1,149  lbs.  more  than  the  continuously  unma- 
nured  plot. 

In  1859,  superphosphate  of  lime  was  i:sed  alone  on  plot  3,  and 
has  been  continued  ever  since.  It  seems  clear  that  this  land,  which 
had  been  in  pasture  or  meadow  for  a  hundred  years  or  more,  was 
not  deficient  in  phosphates. 

"  It  does  not  seem,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  to  have  been  deficient  in 
anything.  The  twentieth  crop,  on  the  continuously  unmanured 
plot  was  nearly  IJ  ton  per  acre,  the  first  cutting,  and  nearly  |-ton 
the  second  cutting.  And  apparently  the  land  was  just  as  rich  in 
1875,  as  it  was  in  1856,  and  yet  over  25  tons  of  hay  had  been  cut 
and  removed  from  the  land,  without  any  manure  being  returned. 
And  yet  we  are  told  that  hay  is  a  very  exhausting  crop." 

"  Superphosphate  alone,"  said  the  Doctor,  "  did  very  little  to 
increase  the  yield  of  hay,  but  superphosphate  and  ammonia  pro- 
duced the  first  year,  1859,  over  a  ton  more  hay  per  acre  than  the 
superphosphate  alone,  and  when  potash  is  added  to  the  manure,  the 
yield  is  still  further  increased." 
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"Answer  me  one  question,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  and  let  us  leave 
the  subject.  In  the  light  of  these  and  other  experiments,  what  do 
you  consider  the  cheapest  and  best  manure  to  apply  to  a  perma- 
nent meadow  or  pasture?" 

"  Rich,  well-decomposed  farmyard  or  stable  manure,"  said  I, 
"  and  if  it  is  not  rich,  apply  200  lbs.  of  nitrate  of  soda  per  acre,  in 
addition.  This  will  make  it  rich.  Poor  manure,  made  from  straw, 
corn-stalks,  hay,  etc.,  is  poor  in  nitrogen,  and  comparatively  rich 
in  potash.  The  nitrate  of  soda  will  supply  the  deficiency  of  ni- 
trogen. On  the  sea-shore  fish-scrap  is  a  cheaper  source  of  nitrogen, 
and  may  be  used  instead  of  the  nitrate  of  soda." 


CHAPTEE     XXXIV. 

MANURES  FOR  SPECIAL  CROPS. 

MANURES    FOR    HOPS. 

"  For  hops,"  said  the  Doctor,  "  there  is  nothing  better  than  rich, 
well-decomposed  farmyard-manure — such  manure  as  you  are  now 
making  from  your  pigs  that  are  bedded  with  stable-manure.  " 

"  That  is  so,"  said  I,  "  and  the  better  you  feed  your  horses  and 
pigs,  the  better  will  the  manure  be  for  hops.  In  England,  Mr. 
Paine,  of  Surrey,  made  a  series  of  experiments  with  diflerent  ma- 
nures for  hops,  and,  as  the  result  of  four  years  trial,  reported  that 
rape-cake,  singly,  or  in  combination,  invariably  proved  the  best 
manure  for  hops.  In  this  country,  cotton-seed,  or  cotton-seed- 
cake, would  be  a  good  substitute  for  the  rape-cake.  Whatever  ma- 
nure is  used  should  be  used  liberally.  Hops  require  a  large  amount 
of  labor  per  acre,  and  it  is,  therefore,  specially  desirable  to  obtain 
a  large  yield  per  acre.  This  can  be  accomplished  only  by  the  most 
lavish  expenditure  of  manure.  And  all  experience  seems  to  show 
that  it  must  be  manure  rich  in  nitrogen.  In  the  hop  districts  of 
England,  25  tons  of  rich  farmyard-manure  are  applied  per  acre  ; 
and  in  addition  to  this,  soot  and  rags,  both  rich  in  nitrogen,  have 
long  been  popular  auxiliaries.  The  value  of  soot  is  due  to  the 
fact  that  it  contains  from  12  to  15  per  cent  of  sulphate  of  am- 
monia, and  the  fact  that  it  has  been  so  long  used  with  success  as  a 
manure  for  hops,  seems  to  prove  that  sulphate  of  ammonia,  which 
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can  now  ba  readily  obtained,  could  be  used  to  advantage  by  our 
hop-growers — say  at  the  rate,  in  addition  to  farm-yard  manure,  of 
500  lbs.  per  acre,  sown  broadcast  early  in  the  spring. 

MANURES   FOR   TOBACCO. 

When  tobacco  is  grown  for  wrappers,  it  is  desirable  to  get  a 
large,  strong  leaf.  Tlie  richest  laud  is  selected  for  the  crop,  and 
large  quantities  of  the  richest  and  most  stimulating  manures  are 
used. 

Like  cabbages,  this  crop  requires  a  large  amount  of  plant-food 
per  acre  ;  and,  liiie  them,  it  can  only  be  grown  by  constant  and 
high  manuring.  More  manure  must  be  used  than  the  plants  can 
take  up  out  of  the  soil,  and  hence  it  is,  that  land  which  has  been 
used  for  growing  tobacco  for  some  years,  will  be  in  high  condition 
for  other  crops  without  further  manuring. 

Farm-yard  or  stable-manure,  must  be  the  mainstay  of  the  tobac- 
co-planter. With  this,  he  can  use  artificial  fertilizers  to  advantage 
—such  as  fish-scrap,  woollen-rags,  Peruvian  guano,  dried  blood, 
slaughter-house  offal,  sulphate  of  ammonia,  nitrate  of  soda,  etc. 

For  choice,  high-flavored  smoking-tobacco,  the  grower  aims  to 
get  quality  rather  than  quantity.  This  seems  to  depend  more  on 
the  land  and  the  climate  than  on  the  manures  used.  Superphos- 
phate of  lime  would  be  likely  to  prove  advantageous  in  favor- 
ing the  early  growth  and  maturity  of  the  crop.  And  in  raising 
tobacco-plants  in  the  seed-bed,  I  should  expect  good  results  from 
the  use  of  superphosphate,  raked  into  the  soil  at  the  rate  of  three 
or  four  lbs.  per  square  rod. 

MANURES    FOR   INDIAN   CORN. 

We  know  less  about  the  manurial  requirements  of  Indian  corn, 
than  of  almost  any  other  crop  we  cultivate.  We  know  that  wheat, 
barley,  oats,  and  grasses,  require  for  their  maximum  growth  a  lib- 
eral supply  of  available  nitrogen  in  the  soil.  And  such  facts  and 
experiments  as  we  have,  seem  to  indicate  that  the  same  is  also  true 
of  Indian  corn.  It  is,  at  any  rate,  reasonable  to  suppose  that,  as 
Indian  corn  belongs  to  the  same  botanical  order  as  wheat,  barley, 
oats,  rye,  timothy,  and  other  grasses,  the  general  manurial  require- 
ments would  be  the  same.  Such,  I  presume,  is  the  case;  and  yet 
there  seem  to  be  some  facts  that  would  incline  us  to  place  Indian 
corn  with  the  leguminous  plants,  such  as  clover,  peas,  and  beans, 
rather  than  witli  the  cereals,  wheat,  1)arlcy,  oats,  etc. 

"  Why  so,"  asked  the  Deacon,  "  Indian  corn  docs  not  have  much 
in  common  with  beaus,  peas,  and  clover?  " 
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As  we  have  shown,  clover  can  get  more  nitrogen  out  of  the  soil, 
than  wheat,  barley,  and  oats.  And  the  same  is  true  of  beans  and 
peas,  though  probably  not  to  so  great  an  extent. 

Now,  it  would  S3em  that  Indian  corn  can  get  more  nitrogen  out 
of  a  soil,  than  wheat,  barlej^,  or  oats — and  to  this  extent,  at 
least,  we  may  consider  Indian  corn  as  a  renovating  crop.  In  other 
words,  the  Indian  corn  can  get  more  nitrogen  out  of  the  soil,  than 
wheat,  barley,  and  oats — and  when  we  feed  out  the  corn  and 
stalks  on  the  farm,  we  have  more  food  and  more  manure  than  if 
we  raised  and  fed  out  a  crop  of  oats,  barley,  or  wheat.  If  this 
idea  is  correct,  then  Indian  corn,  when  consumed  on  the  farm, 
should  not  be  classed  with  what  the  English  farmers  term  "  white 
crops,"  but  rather  with  the  "  green  crops."  In  other  words,  Indian 
corn  is  what  old  writers  used  to  call  a  "  fallov/  crop  " — or  what 
we  call  a  renovating  crop. 

If  this  is  so,  then  the  growth  and  consumption  of  Indian  corn  on 
the  farm,  as  is  the  case  with  clover,  should  leave  the  farm  richer 
for  wheat,  rather  than  poorer.  I  do  not  mean  richer  absolutely, 
but  richer  so  far  as  the  available  supply  of  plant-food  is  concerned. 

"  It  may  be  that  you  are  right,"  said  the  Doctor,  "  when  corn  is 
grown  for  fodder,  but  not  when  grown  for  the  grain.  It  is  the  for- 
mation of  the  seed  which  exhausts  the  soil." 

If  I  could  be  sure  that  it  was  true  of  corn-fodder,  I  should  have 
little  doubt  that  it  is  true  also  of  corn  as  ordinarily  grown  for 
grain  and  stalks.  For,  I  think,  it  is  clear  that  the  grain  is  formed 
at  the  expense  of  the  stalks,  and  not  directly  from  the  soil.  The 
corn-fodder  will  take  from  the  soil  as  much  nitrogen  and  phos- 
phoric acid  as  the  crop  of  corn,  and  the  more  it  will  take,  the  more 
it  approximates  in  character  to  clover  and  other  renovating  crops. 
If  corn-fodder  is  a  renovating  crop,  so  is  the  ordinary  corn-crop, 
also,  provided  it  is  consumed  on  the  farm. 

"  But  what  makes  you  think,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  that  corn  can 
get  more  nitrogen  from  the  soil,  than  wheat?  " 

"  That  is  the  real  point.  Deacon,"  said  I,  "  and  I  will  ask  you  this 
question.  Suppose  you  had  a  field  of  wheat  seeded  down  to  clover, 
and  the  clover  failed.  After  harvest,  you  plow  up  half  of  the  field 
and  sow  it  to  wheat  again,  the  other  half  of  the  field  you  plow  in 
the  spring,  and  plant  with  Indian  corn.  Now,  suppose  you  get  15 
bushels  of  wheat  to  the  acre,  how  much  corn  do  you  think  you 
would  be  likely  to  get  ? " 

"  Well,  that  depends,"  said  the  Deacon,  "but  I  should  expect  at 
least  30  bushels  of  shelled  corn  per  acre." 

"  Exactly,  and  I  think  most  farmers  would  tell  you  the  same ; 
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you  get  t\v'ice  as  mucli  corn  find  stalks  to  the  acre  as  you  would  of 
wheat  and  straw.  In  other  words,  while  the  wheat  cannot  find 
more  nitrogen  than  is  necessary  to  produce  15  bushels  of  wheat 
and  straw,  the  corn  can  find,  and  does  find,  take  up,  and  organize, 
at  least  twice  as  much  nitrogen  as  the  wheat." 

If  these  are  facts,  then  the  remarks  Ave  have  made  in  regard  to 
the  value  of  clover  as  a  fertilizing  crop,  are  applicable  in  some  de- 
gree to  Indian  corn.  To  grow  clover  and  sell  it,  will  in  the  end 
impoverish  the  soil ;  to  grow  clover  and  feed  it  out,  will  enrich  the 
land.  And  the  same  will  be  true  of  Indian  com.  It  will  gather 
up  nitrogen  that  the  wheat-crop  can  not  appropriate ;  and  when 
the  corn  and  stalks  are  fed  out,  some  90  per  cent  of  the  nitrogen 
will  be  left  in  the  manure. 

"  You  do  not  think,  then,"  said  the  Doctor,  "  that  nitrogen  is 
such  an  important  element  in  manure  for  corn,  as  it  is  in  a  manura 
for  wheat." 

I  have  not  said  that.  If  we  want  a  large  crop  of  corn,  we  shall 
usually  need  a  liberal  supply  of  available  nitrogen.  But  this  is 
because  a  larger  crop  of  corn  means  a  much  larger  produce  per 
acre,  than  a  large  crop  of  wheat.  Forty  bushels  of  wheat  per  acre 
is  an  unusually  large  crop  with  us  ;  but  89  bushels  of  shelled  corn 
can  be  grown  in  a  favorable  season,  and  on  rich,  well-cultivated 
land.  As  the  Deacon  has  said,  30  bushels  of  corn  per  acre  can  be 
grown  as  easily  as  15  bushels  of  wheat ;  and  it  is  quite  probable,  in 
many  cases,  that  a  manure  containing  no  nitrogen,  might  give  us 
a  crop  of  35  or  40  bushels  per  acre.  In  other  words,  up  to  a  cer- 
tain point,  manures  containing  mineral,  or  carbonaceous  matter, 
might  frequently,  in  ordinary  agriculture,  increase  the  yield  of  In- 
dian corn  ;  while  on  similar  land,  such  manures  would  have  little 
effect  on  wheat. 

"That  is  so,"  said  the  Deacon,  "we  all  know  that  plaster  fre- 
quently increases  the  growth  of  corn,  while  it  seldom  does  much 
good  on  wheat." 

But,  after  you  have  got  as  large  a  crop  as  the  land  will  produce, 
aided  by  plaster,  ashes,  and  superpliosphatc,  say  40  bushels  of 
shelled  corn  per  acre,  then  if  you  want  to  raise  70  bushels  per  aero, 
3'ou  must  furnish  the  soil  with  manures  containing  sufficient  avail- 
able nitrogen. 


Some  years  ago,  I  made  some  careful  experiments  witli  arlidcial 
manures  on  Indian  corn. 
"  Oh,  yes,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  they  were  made  on  the  south  lot, 
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in  front  of  my  house,  and  I  recollect  that  the  K  Y.  State  Ag. 
Society  awarded  you  a  prize  of  $75  for  them." 

"Audi  recollect,"  said  I,  "  how  you  and  some  otlier  neighbors 
laughed  at  me  for  spending  so  much  time  in  measuring  the  land 
and  applying  the  manures,  and  measuring  the  crop.  But  I  wish  I 
could  have  afforded  to  continue  them.  A  single  experiment,  how- 
ever carefully  made,  can  not  be  depended  on.  However,  I  will 
give  the  results  for  what  they  are  worth,  with  some  remarks  made 
at  the  time : 

"  The  soil  on  which  the  experiments  were  made,  is  a  light,  sandy 
loam.  It  has  been  under  cultivation  for  upwards  of  twenty  years, 
and  so  far  as  I  can  ascertain  has  never  been  manured.  It  has  been 
somewhat  impoverished  by  the  growth  of  cereal  crops,  and  it  was 
thought  that  for  this  reason,  and  on  account  of  its  light  texture 
and  active  character,  which  would  cause  the  manures  to  act  imme- 
diately, it  was  well  adapted  for  the  purpose  of  showing  the  effect 
of  different  manurial  substances  on  the  corn-crop. 

"  The  land  was  clover-sod,  two  years  old,  pastured  the  previous 
summer.  It  was.  plowed  early  in  the  spring,  and  harrowed  until 
in  excellent  condition.  The  corn  was  planted  May  23,  in  hills  3^ 
feet  apart  each  way. 

"  The  manures  were  applied  in  the  hill  immediately  before  the 
seed  was  planted. 

"With  superphosphate  of  lime,  and.  with  plaster  (gypsum,  or 
mlphate  of  lime),  the  seed  was  placed,  directly  on  top  of  the  ma- 
nure, as  it  is  well  known  that  these  manures  do  not  iuiure  the 
germinating  principle  of  even  the  smallest  seeds. 

"  The  ashes  were  dropped  in  the  hill,  and  then  covered  with  soil, 
and  the  seed  planted  on  the  top,  so  that  it  should  not  come  in  con- 
tact with  the  ashes. 

"  Guano  and  sulphate  of  ammonia  were  treated  in  the  same  way. 

"  On  the  plots  where  ashes  and  guano,  or  ashes  and  sulphate  of 
ammonia  were  both  used,  the  ashes  were  first  put  m  the  hill,  and 
covered  with  soil,  and  the  guano  or  sulphate  of  ammonia  placed 
on  the  top,  and  also  covered  with  soil  before  the  seed  w^as  planted. 
The  ashes  and  superphosphate  of  lime  was  also  treated  in  the  same 
way.  It  is  well  known  that  unleached  ashes,  mixed  either  with 
guano,  sulphate  of  ammonia,  or  superphosphate,  mutually  decom- 
pose each  other,  setting  free  tlie  ammonia  of  the  guano  and  sul- 
phate of  ammonia,  and  converting  the  soluble  phosphate  of  the 
superphosphate  of  lime  into  the  insoluble  form  in  which  it  existed 
before  treatment  with  sulphuric  acid.  All  the  plots  were  planted 
on  the  same  day,  and  the  manures  weighed  and  applied  under  my 
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own    immediate  supervision.      Everylliin!:^  was    done   that  was 
deemed  necessary  to  secure  accuracy. 

"The  following  table  gives  the  results  of  the  experiments: 

T.VBLE    SUOWING    THE  KESILTS  OF    EXPERIMENTS   ON    INDIAN  COEN. 


"fe^ 


Desckittions  of  manures  and 
quantities  applied  per  acre. 


'No  manurG 

100  lbs.  plaster  (gypsum  or  sulphate  of 

j    lime) 

|400  lbs.  unleached  wood-ashes  and 
100  lbs.  plaster  (mixed) 

1 150  lbs.  sulphate  of  ammonia 

300  lbs.  superphosphate  of  lime 

150  lbs.  sulphate  of  ammonia  and  300 
lb-;,  superphosphate  of  lime  (mixed) 

400  lbs.  unleached   wood-ashes,  (un- 

j     certain) 

'150  lbs.  sulphate  of  ammonia  and  400 

I    lbs.  unleached    wood-ashes  (sown 

I     separately) 

309  lbs.  supcrpho.^phate  of  lime,  150 

I    lbs.  sulph.  ammonia,  and  400  lbs. 

I     unleached  wood-ashes 

400  lbs.  unleached  wood-ashes 

100  lbs.  plaster,  400  lbs.  unleached 
wood-ashes,  300  lbs.  superphos- 
phate of  lime,  and  200  lbs.  Peruvian 
puano 

75  lbs.  sulphate  of  ammonia 

■■200  lbs.  Peruvian  guano 

1400  lbs.  unleached  wood-ashes,  100 
lbs.  plaster,  and  500  lbs.  Peruvian 

I    guano 


100 
60 


95 


111 


"fe> 


14 


67 

78 

78 
105 
78 

SO 


9-7 


108 
GS 


105 
88 
101 

125 


"fe 


1  o> 


H  « 

>«'> 


25 


"fe. 


S's 


,"fe> 


S8 


"  The  superphosphate  of  lime  was  made  on  purpose  for  these 
experiments,  and  was  a  pure  mineral  manure  of  superior  quality, 
made  from  calcined  bones ;  it  cost  about  'Z^  cents  per  pound.  The 
sulphate  of  ammonia  was  a  good,  commercial  article,  obtained 
from  London,  at  a  cost  of  about  seven  cents  per  pound.  The  ashes 
were  made  from  beech  and  hard  maple  {Acer  saccharinum)  wood, 
and  were  sifted  through  a  fine  sieve  before  being  weighed.  The 
guano  was  the  best  Peruvian,  costing  about  three  cents  per  pound. 
It  was  crushed  and  sifted  before  using.  In  sowing  tlie  ashes 
on  plot  7,  an  error  occurred  in  their  application,  and  for  the 
purpose  of  checking  the  result,  it  was  deemed  advi.sable  to  repeat 
the  experiment  on  plot  10. 

"  On  plot  5',  with  300  lbs.  of  supcrphosphalc  of  lime  i)cr  acre,  the 
plants  came  up  first,  and  exhiblcd  a  healthy,  dark-green  ajipear- 
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ance,  which  they  retained  for  some  time.  This  result  was  not  an- 
ticipated, though  it  is  well  known  that  superphosphate  of  lime  has 
the  effect  of  stimulating  the  germination  of  turnip-seed,  and  the 
early  growth  of  the  plants  to  an  astonishing  degree ;  yet,  as  it  has 
no  such  effect  on  wheat,  it  appeared  probable  that  it  would  not 
produce  this  effect  on  Indian  corn,  which,  in  chemical  composition, 
is  very  similar  to  wheat.  The  result  shows  how  uncertain  are  all 
speculations  in  regard  to  the  manurial-  requirements  of  plants. 
This  immediate  effect  of  superphosphate  of  lime  on  corn  was  so 
marked,  that  the  men  (who  were,  at  the  time  of  planting,  somewhat 
inclined  to  be  skeptical,  in  regard  to  the  value  of  such  small  doses 
of  manure),  declared  that  '  superphosphate  beats  all  creation  for 
corn.'  The  difference  in  favor  of  superphosphate,  at  the  time  of 
hoeing,  was  very  perceptible,  even  at  some  distance. 

"  Although  every  precaution  was  taken  that  was  deemed  ne- 
cessary, to  prevent  the  manures  from  mising  in  the  hill,  or  from 
injuring  the  seed,  yet,  it  was  found,  that  those  plots  dressed  with 
ashes  and  guano,  or  with  ashes  and  sulphate  of  ammonia,  were  in- 
jured to  some  extent.  Shortly  after  the  corn  was  planted,  heavy 
rain  set  in,  and  washed  the  sulphate  of  ammonia  and  guano,  down 
into  the  ashes,  and  mutual  decomposition  took  place,  with  more 
or  less  loss  of  ammonia.  In  addition  to  this  loss  of  ammonia,  these 
manures  came  up  to  the  surface  of  the  ground  in  the  form  of  an 
excrescence,  so  hard  that  the  plants  could  with  difficulty  penetrate 
through  it. 

"It  will  be  seen,  by  examining  the  table,  that  although  the  su- 
perphosphate of  lime  had  a  good  effect  during  the  eaily  stages  of 
the  growth  of  the  plants,  yet  the  increase  of  ears  of  corn  in  the  end 
did  not  come  up  to  these  early  indications.  On  plot  5,  with  300  lbs. 
of  superphosphate  of  lime  per  acre,  the  yield  is  precisely  the  same 
as  on  plot  2,  with  100  lbs.  of  plaster  (sulphate  of  lime),  per  acre. 
Now,  superphosphate  of  lime  is  composed  necessarily  of  soluble 
phosphate  of  lime  and  i^laster,  or  sulphate  of  lime,  formed  from  a 
combination  of  the  sulphuric  acid,  employed  in  the  manufacture  of 
superphosphate,  with  the  lime  of  the  bones.  In  the  300  lbs.  of 
superphosphate  of  lime,  sown  on  plot  5,  there  would  be  about  100 
lbs.  of  plaster;  and  as  the  effect  of  this  dressing  is  no  greater  than 
was  obtained  from  the  100  lbs.  of  plaster,  sown  on  plot  2,  it  fol- 
lows, that  the  good  effect  of  the  superphosphate  of  lime  was  due 
to  the  plaster  that  it  contained. 

"Again,  on  plot  4,  with  150  lbs.  of  sulphate  of  ammonia  per 
acre,  we  have  90  bushels  of  cars  of  sound  corn,  and  15  bushels  of 
ears  of  soft  corn,  ('nubbins,')  per  acre  ;  or  a  total  increase  over  the 
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plot  without  manure,  of  38  bushels.  Now,  the  sulphate  of  ammo- 
nia contains  no  phosphate  of  lime,  and  the  fact  that  such  a  manure 
gives  a  considerable  increase  of  crop,  confirms  the  conclusion  we 
have  arrived  at,  from  a  comparison  of  the  results  on  plots  2  and  5 ; 
that  the  increase  from  the  superphosphate  of  lime,  is  not  due  to 
the  phosphate  of  lime  which  it  contains,  unless  we  are  to  conclude 
that  the  sulphate  of  ammonia  rendered  the  phosphate  of  lime  in 
the  soU  more  readily  soluble,  and  thus  furnished  an  increased 
quantity  in  an  available  form  for  assimilation  by  the  plants — 
a  conclusion,  which  the  results  with  superphosphate  alone,  on 
plot  5,  and  with  superphosphate  and  sulphate  of  ammonia,  com- 
bined, on  plot  6,  do  not  sustain. 

"  On  plot  12,  half  the  quantity  of  sulphate  of  ammonia,  was 
used  as  on  plot  4,  and  the  increase  is  a  little  more  than  half  what  it 
is  where  double  the  quantity  was  used.  A^ain,  on  plot  13,  200  lbs. 
of  Peruvian  guano  per  acre,  gives  nearly  as  great  an  increase  of 
sound  corn,  as  the  150  lbs.  of  sulphate  of  ammonia.  Now,  200  lbs. 
of  Peruvian  guano  contains  nearly  as  much  ammonia  as  150  lbs. 
sulphate  of  ammonia,  and  the  increase  in  both  cases  is  evidently 
due  to  the  ammonia  of  these  manures.  The  200  lbs.  of  Peruvian 
guano,  contained  about  50  lbs.  of  phosphate  of  lime ;  but  as  the  sul- 
phate of  ammonia,  which  contains  no  phosphate  of  lime,  gives  as 
great  an  increase  as  the  guano,  it  follows,  that  the  phosphate  of 
lime  in  the  guano,  had  little,  if  any  effect ;  a  result  precisely  simi- 
lar to  that  obtained  with  superphosphate  of  lime. 

"  We  may  conclude,  therefore,  that  on  this  soil,  which  has  never 
been  manured,  and  which  has  been  cultivated  for  many  years  with 
the  Ceralior-  OY,  in  other  words,  with  crops  which  remove  a  large 
quantity  of  phosphate  of  lime  from  the  soil — the  phosphate  of 
lime,  relatively  to  the  ammonia,  is  not  deficient.  If  such  was  not 
the  case,  an  application  of  soluble  phosphate  of  lime  would  have 
given  an  increase  of  crop,  which  we  have  shown  was  not  the  case 
in  any  one  of  these  exp)eriments. 

"  Plot  10,  with  400  lbs.  of  unlcached  wood-ashes  per  acre,  pro- 
duces the  same  quantity  of  sound  corn,  with  an  extra  bushel  of 
'nubbins'  per  acre,  as  plot  1,  without  any  manure  at  all;  ashes, 
therefore,  applied  alone,  may  be  said  to  have  had  no  effect  what- 
ever. On  plot  3,  400  lbs.  of  ashes,  and  100  lbs.  of  plaster,  give  the 
same  total  number  of  bushels  per  acre,  as  plot  2,  with  100  lbs.  of 
plaster  alone.  Plot  8,  with  400  lbs.  ashes,  and  150  lbs.  of  sulphate 
of  ammonia,  yields  three  bushels  of  sound  corn,  and  five  bushels 
of  'nubbins'  per  acre,  less  than  plot  4,  with  150  lbs.  sulphate  of 
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ammonia  alone.  This  result  may  be  ascribed  to  the  fact  previously 
alluded  to— the  ashes  dissipated  some  of  the  ammonia. 
"Plot  11,  with  100  lbs.  of  plaster,  400  lbs.  ashes,  300  lbs.  of  super- 
phosphate of  lime,  and  200  lbs.  Peruvian  guano  (which  contains 
about  as  much  ammonia  as  150  lbs.  sulphate  of  ammonia),  pro- 
duced precisely  the  same  number  of  total  bushels  per  acre,  as  plot 
4,  with  150  lbs.  sulphate  of  ammonia  alone,  and  but  4  bushels  more 
per  acre,  than  plot  13,  with  200  lbs.  Peruvian  guano  alone.  It  is 
evident,  from  these  results,  that  neither  ashes  nor  phosphates  had 
much  effect  on  Indian  corn,  on  this  impoverished  soil.  Plot  14  re- 
ceived the  largest  dressing  of  ammonia  (509  lbs.  Peruvian  guano), 
and  produced  much  the  largest  crop ;  though  the  increase  is  not  so 
great  in  proportion  to  the  guano,  as  where  smaller  quantities  were 
used. 

"  The  manure  which  produced  the  most  profitable  result,  was 
the  100  lbs.  of  plaster,  on  plot  2.  The  200  lbs.  of  Peruvian  guano, 
on  plot  13,  and  which  cost  about  $6,  gave  an  increase  of  14  bushels 
of  shelled  corn,  and  6  bushels  of  'nubbins.'  This  will  pay  at  the 
present  price  of  corn  in  Rochester,  although  the  profit  is  not  very 
great.  The  superphosphate  of  lime,  although  a  very  superior 
article,  and  estimated  at  cost  price,  in  no  case  paid  for  itself.  The 
same  is  true  of  the  ashes. 

"But  the  object  of  the  experiment  was  not  so  much  to  ascertain 
what  manures  will  pay,  but  to  ascertain,  if  possible,  what  constitu- 
ents of  manures  are  required,  in  greatest  quantity,  for  the  maxi- 
mum growth  of  corn.  *  *  Hitherto,  no  experiments  have  been 
made  in  this  country,  on  Indian  corn,  that  afforded  any  certain  in- 
formation on  this  point.  Indeed,  we  believe  no  satisfactory  experi- 
ments have  been  made  on  Indian  corn,  in  any  country,  that  throw 
any  definite  light  on  this  interesting  and  important  question.  A 
few  years  ago,  Mr.  Lawes  made  similar  experiments  to  those  given 
above,  on  his  farm,  at  Rothamsted,  England ;  but  owing  to  the 
coolness  of  the  English  climate,  the  crop  did  not  arrive  at  maturity. 

"  Numerous  experiments  have  been  made  in  this  country,  with 
guano  and  superphosphate  of  lime ;  but  the  superphosi^hates  used 
were  commercial  articles,  containing  more  or  less  ammonia,  and  if 
they  are  of  any  benefit  to  those  crops  to  which  thej^  are  applied,  it 
is  a  matter  of  uncertainty  whether  the  beneficial  effect  of  the  appli- 
cation is  due  to  the  soluble  phosphate  of  lime,  or  to  the  ammonia. 
On  the  other  hand,  guano  contains  both  ammonia  and  phosphate; 
and  we  are  equally  at  a  loss  to  determine,  whether  the  effect  is  at- 
tributable to  the  ammonia  or  phosphate,  or  both.  In  order,  there- 
fore, to  determine  satisfactorily,  which  of  the  several  ingredients 
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of  plants  is  required  in  greatest  proportion,  for  tlie  maximum 
growlli  of  any  particular  crop,  we  must  apply  these  ingredients  sep- 
arately, or  in  such  definite  compounds,  as  will  enable  us  to  deter- 
mine to  what  particular  element  or  compounds  the  beneficial  efifect 
is  to  be  ascribed.  It  was  for  this  reason,  that  sulphate  of  ammo- 
nia, and  a  purely  mineral  superphosphate  of  lime,  were  used  in 
the  above  experiments.  No  one  would  think  of  using  sulphate  of 
ammonia  at  its  price,  [sulphate  of  ammonia  is  now  cheaper,  while 
Peruvian  guano  is  more  costly  and  less  rich  in  ammonia],  as  an 
ordinary  manure,  for  the  reason,  that  the  same  quantity  of  ammo- 
nia can  be  obtained  in  other  substances,  such  as  barnyard-manure, 
Peruvian  guano,  etc.,  at  a  much  cheaper  rate.  But  these  manures 
contain  aU  the  elements  of  plants,  and  we  can  not  know  whether 
the  effect  produced  by  them  is  due  to  the  ammonia,  phosphates,  or 
any  other  ingredients.  For  the  purpose  of  experiment,  therefore, 
we  must  use  a  manure  that  furnishes  ammonia  without  any  ad- 
mixture of  phosphates,  potash,  soda,  lime,  magnesia,  etc.,  even 
though  it  cost  much  more  than  we  could  obtain  the  same  amount 
of  ammonia  in  other  manures.  I  make  these  remarks  in  order  to 
correct  a  very  common  opinion,  that  if  experiments  do  not  pay, 
they  are  useless.  The  ultimate  object,  indeed,  is  to  ascertain  the 
most  profitable  method  of  manuring ;  but  the  means  of  obtaining 
this  information,  can  not  in  all  cases  be  profitable. 

"  Similar  experiments  to  those  made  on  Indian  corn,  were  made 
on  soil  of  a  similar  character,  on  about  an  acre  of  Chinese  sugar- 
cane. I  -do  not  propose  to  give  the  results  in  detail,  at  this  time, 
and  allude  to  them  merely  to  mention  one  very  important  fact,  (he 
superphosphate  of  lime  had  «  very  marked  effect.  This  manure  was 
applied  in  the  hill  on  one  plot  (the  twentieth  of  an  acre,)  at  the 
rate  of  400  lbs.  per  acre,  and  the  plants  on  this  plot  came  up  first, 
and  outgrew  all  the  others  from  the  start,  and  ultimately  attained 
the  height  of  about  ten  feet ;  while  on  the  plot  receiving  no  ma- 
nure, the  plants  were  not  five  feet  high.  This  is  a  result  entirely 
different  from  what  I  should  have  expected.  It  has  been  supposed, 
from  the  fact  that  superphosphate  of  lime  had  no  effect  on  wheat, 
that  it  would  probably  have  little  effect  on  corn,  or  on  the  sugar- 
cane, or  olhQV  cercdia ;  and  that,  as  ammonia  is  so  beneficial  for 
wheat,  it  would  probably  be  beneficial  for  corn  and  sugar-cane. 
The  above  experiments  indicate  that  such  is  the  case,  in  regard  to 
Indian  corn,  so  far  as  the  production  of  grain  is  concerned,  though, 
as  we  have  stated,  it  is  not  true  in  reference  to  the  early  growth  <jf 
the  plants.  The  superphosphate  of  limeon  Indian  corn,  stimulated 
tlie  growth  of  the  plants,  in  a  very  decided  manner  at  first,  so 
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much  so,  that  we  were  led  to  suppose,  for  some  time,  that  it  would 
give  the  largest  crop ;  but  at  harvest,  it  was  found  that  it  produced 
no  more  corn  than  plaster.  These  results  seem  to  indicate,  that 
superphosphate  of  lime  stimulates  the  growth  of  stalks  and  leaves, 
and  has  little  effect  in  increasing  the  production  of  seed.  In  raising 
Indian  corn,  for  fodder  or  for  soiling  purposes,  superphosphate  of 
lime  may  be  beneficial,  as  well  as  in  growing  the  sorghum  for  sugar- 
making  purposes,  or  for  foddder — though,  perhaps,  not  for  seed." 

"  In  addition  to  the  experiments  given  above,  I  also  mad,e  the 
same  season,  on  an  adjoining  field,  another  set  of  experiments  on 
Indian  corn,  the  results  of  which  are  given  below. 

"  The  land  on  which  these  experiments  were  made,  is  of  a  some- 
what firmer  texture  than  that  on  which  the  other  set  of  experi- 
ments was  made.  It  is  situated  about  a  mile  from  the  barn-yard, 
and  on  this  account,  has  seldom,  if  ever  been  manured.  It  has 
been  cultivated  for  many  years  with  ordinary  farm  crops.  It  was 
plowed  early  in  the  spring,  and  it  was  harrowed  until  quite 
mellow.  The  corn  was  planted  May  30,  1857.  Each  experiment 
occupied  one-tenth  of  an  acre,  consisting  of  4  rows  3i  feet  apart, 
and  the  same  distance  between  the  hills  in  the  rows,  with  one  row 
without  manure  between  each  experimental  plot. 

"  The  manure  was  applied  in  the  hill,  in  the  same  manner  as  in 
the  first  set  of  experiments. 

"The  barnyard-manure  was  well-rotted,  and  consisted  princi- 
pally of  cow-dung  with  a  little  horse-dung.  Twenty  two-horse 
wagon  loads  of  this  was  applied  per  acre,  and  each  load  would 
probably  weigh  about  one  ton.  It  was  put  in  the  hill  and  covered 
with  soil,  and  the  seed  then  planted  on  the  top. 

"  The  following  table  gives  the  results  of  the  experiments: 

TABLE  SHO-WING  THE  RESULTS  OF    EXPEKIMBNTS  OK  INDIAN  CORN,   HADE    NEAR 
ROCHESTER,  N.  T.,  IN  THE  TEAR  1857. 
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"  As  before  stated,  the  land  was  of  a  stronger  nature  than  that 
on  which  the  first  set  of  experiments  wac  made,  and  it  was  evi- 
dently in  better  condition,  as  the  plot  hs^ving  no  manure  produced 
20  bushels  of  ears  of  corn  per  acre  more  than  the  plot  without 
manure  in  the  other  field. 

"  On  plot  4,  300  lbs.  of  superphosphate  of  lime  gives  a  total  in- 
crease of  11  bushels  of  ears  of  corn  per  acre  over  the  unmanured 
plot,  agreeing  exactly  with  the  increase  obtained  from  the  same 
quantity  of  the  same  manure  ou  plot  5,  in  the  first  set  of  experi- 
ments. 

"  Plot  3,  dressed  with  150  lbs.  of  sulphate  of  ammonia  per  acre, 
gives  a  total  increase  of  28  bushels  of  ears  of  corn  per  acre,  over 
the  unmanured  plot ;  and  an  increase  of  22i  bushels  of  ears  per 
acre  over  plot  2,  which  received  20  loads  of  good,  well-rotted  barn- 
yard-dung per  acre. 

"  Plot  5,  with  400  lbs.  of  Peruvian  guano  per  acre  gives  the  best 
crop  of  this  series  viz  :  an  increase  of  33  bushels  of  corn  per  acre 
over  the  unmanured  plot,  and  27^  over  the  plot  manured  with 
20  loads  of  barnyard-dung.  The  400  lbs.  of '  Cancerine  ' — an  arti- 
ficial manure  made  in  New  Jersey  from  fish — gives  a  total  in- 
crease of  18  bushels  of  ears  per  acre  over  the  unmanured  plot,  and 
12^  bushels  more  than  that  manured  with  barn-yard  dung,  though 
5  bushels  of  ears  of  sound  corn  and  10  bushels  of  'nubbins'  per 
acre  less  than  the  same  quantity  of  Peruvian  guano." 

MANURES  FOR  TURNIPS. 

To  raise  a  large  crop  of  turnips,  especially  of  ruta-bagas,  there  is 
nothing  better  than  a  liberal  application  of  rich,  well-rotted  farm- 
yard-manure, and  250  to  300  lbs.  of  good  superphosphate  of  lime 
per  acre,  drilled  in  with  the  seed. 

I  have  seen  capital  crops  of  common  turnips  grown  with  no 
other  manure  except  300  lbs.  of  superphosphate  per  acre,  drilled 
with  th3  seed.  Superphosphate  has  a  wonderful  effect  on  the  de- 
velopment of  the  roots  of  the  turnip.  And  this  is  the  secret  of  its 
great  value  for  this  crop.  It  increases  the  growth  of  the  young 
plant,  developing  the  formation  of  the  roots,  and  when  the  turnip 
once  gets  full  possession  of  tlie  soil,  it  appropriates  all  the  plant- 
food  it  can  find.  A  turnip-crop  grown  with  superphosphate,  can 
get  from  the  soil  much  more  nitrogen  than  a  crop  of  wheat.  The 
turnip-crop,  when  supplied  with  superphosphate,  is  a  good  "scav- 
enger." It  will  gather  up  and  organize  into  good  food  the  refuse 
plant-food  left  in  the  soil.  It  is  to  the  surface  soil,  what  clover  is 
to  the  subsoil. 
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To  the  market  gardener,  or  to  a  farmer  who  manures  heavily, 
common  turnips  drilled  in  with  superphosphate  will  prove  a  valu- 
able crop.  On  such  land  no  other  manure  will  be  needed.  I  can- 
not too  earnestly  recommend  the  use  of  superphosphate  as  a  ma- 
nure for  turnips. 

For  Swede  turnips  or  ruta-bagas,  it  will  usually  be  necessary,  in 
order  to  secure  a  maximum  crop,  to  use  a  manure  which,  in  addi- 
tion to  superphosphate,  contains  available  nitrogen.  A  good  dress- 
ing of  rich,  well-rotted  manure,  spread  on  the  land,  and  plowed 
under,  and  then  300  lbs.  of  superphosphate  drilled  in  with  the 
seed,  would  be  likely  to  give  a  good  crop. 

In  the  absence  of  manure,  there  is  probably  nothing  better  for 
the  rutabagas  than  300  lbs.  of  so-called  "rectified"  Peruvian 
guano,  that  is,  guano  treated  with  sulphuric  acid,  to  render  the 
phosphates  soluble.  Such  a  guano  is  guaranteed  to  contain  10  per 
cent  of  ammonia,  and  10  per  cent  of  soluble  phosphoric  acid,  and 
would  be  a  good  dressing  for  Swede  turnips. 

The  best  way  to  use  guano  for  turnips  is  to  sow  it  broadcast  on 
the  land,  and  harrow  it  in,  and  then  either  drill  in  the  turnip-ssed 
on  the  flat,  or  on  ridges.  The  latter  is  decidedly  the  better  plan, 
provided  you  have  the  necessary  implements  to  do  the  work  expe- 
ditiously. A  double  mould-board  plow  will  ridge  up  four  acres  a 
day,  and  the  guano  being  previously  sown  on  the  surface,  will  be 
turned  up  with  the  mellow  surface-soil  into  the  ridge,  where  the 
seed  is  to  be  sown.  The  young  plants  get  hold  of  it  and  grow  so 
rapidly  as  to  be  soon  out  of  danger  from  the  turnip-beetle. 

MANURES  FOR  MANGEL-WURZEL  OR  SUGAR-BEETS. 

When  sugar-beets  are  grown  for  feeding  to  stock,  there  is  prob- 
ably little  or  no  difference  in  the  manurial  requirements  of  sugar- 
beets  and  mangel-wurzel.  Our  object  is  to  get  as  large  a  growth 
as  possible  consistent  with  quality. 

"  Large  roots,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  have  been  proved  to  contain 
less  nutriment  than  small  roots." 

True,  but  it  does  not  follow  from  this  that  rich  land,  or  heavy 
manuring  is  the  chief  cause  of  this  difference.  It  is  much  more 
likely  to  be  due  to  the  variety  selected.  The  seed-growers  have 
been  breeding  solely  for  size  and  shape.  They  have  succeeded  to 
such  an  extent  that  84  gross  tons  of  roots  have  been  grown  on  an 
acre.  This  is  equal  to  over  94  of  our  tons  per  acre.  "  That  is  an 
enormous  crop,"  said  the  Deacon;  "and  it  would  require  some 
labor  to  put  10  acres  of  them  in  a  cellar." 

"If  they  were  as  nutritious  as  ordinary  mangels,"  said  I,  "  that 
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would  be  no  argument  against  them.  But  such  is  not  the  case. 
In  a  letter  just  received  from  Mr.  Lawes,  (May,  1878,)  he  charac- 
terizes them  as  '  bladders  of  water  and  salts.'  " 

Had  the  seed-growers  bred  for  quality,  the  roots  would  have 
been  of  less  size,  but  they  would  contain  more  nutriment. 

What  we  want  is  a  variety  that  has  been  bred  with  reference  to 
quality ;  and  when  this  is  secured,  we  need  not  fear  to  make  the 
land  rich  and  otherwise  aim  to  secure  great  growth  and  large-sized 
roots. 

It  certainly  is  not  good  economy  to  select  a  variety  which  has 
been  bred  for  years  to  produce  large-sized  roots,  and  then  sow  this 
seed  on  poor  land  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  small-sized  roots. 
Better  take  a  variety  bred  for  quality,  and  then  make  the  land  rich 
enough  to  produce  a  good  crop. 

We  are  not  likely  to  err  in  making  the  land  too  rich  for  mangel- 
wurzel  or  for  sugar-beets  grown  for  stock.  When  sugar-beets  are 
grown  for  sugar,  we  must  aim  to  use  manures  favorable  for  the  pro- 
duction of  sugar,  or  rather  to  avoid  using  those  which  are  un- 
favorable. But  where  sugar-beets  are  grown  for  food,  our  aim  is 
to  get  a  large  amount  of  nutriment  to  the  acre.  And  it  is  by  no 
means  clear  to  my  mind  that  there  is  much  to  be  gained  by  select- 
ing the  sugar-beet  instead  of  a  good  variety  of  mangel-wurzel.  It 
is  not  a  difficult  matter,  by  selecting  the  largest  roots  for  seed,  and 
by  liberal  manuring,  and  continuously  selecting  the  largest  roots, 
to  convert  the  sugar-beet  into  a  mangel-wurzel. 

When  sugar-beets  are  grown  for  food,  we  may  safely  manure 
them  as  we  would  mangel-wurzel,  and  treat  the  two  crops  pre- 
cisely alike. 

I  usually  raise  from  ten  to  fifteen  acres  of  mangel-wurzel  every 
year.  I  grow  them  in  rotation  with  other  crops,  and  not  as  the 
Hon.  Harris  Lewis  and  some  others  do,  continuously  on  the  same 
land.  We  manure  liberally,  but  not  extravagantly,  and  get  a  fair 
yield,  and  the  land  is  left  in  admirable  condition  for  future  crops. 

I  mean  by  this,  not  that  the  land  is  specially  rich,  but  that  it  is 
very  clean  and  mellow. 

"In  1377,"  said  the  Deacon,  "you  had  potatoes  on  the  land 
where  you  grew  mangels  the  previous  year,  and  had  the  best  crop 
in  the  neighborbood." 

This  is  true,  but  still  I  do  not  think  it  a  good  rotation.  A  barley 
crop  seeded  with  clover  would  be  better,  especiall}'-  if  the  mangels 
were  heavily  manured.  The  clover  would  get  the  manure  which 
had  been  washed  into  the  subsoil,  or  left  in  such  a  condition  that 
potatoes  or  grain  could  not  take  it  up. 
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There  is  one  thing  in  relation  to  my  manj^els  of  1876  which  has 
escaped  the  Deacon.  The  whole  piece  was  manured  and  well  pre- 
pared, and  dibbled  in  with  mangels,  the  rows  being  2+  feet  apart, 
and  the  seed  dropped  15  inches  apart  in  the  rows.  Owing  to  poor 
seed,  the  mangels  failed  on  about  three  acres,  and  we  plowed  up 
the  land  and  drilled  in  corn  for  fodder,  in  rows  2^  feet  apart,  and 
at  the  rate  of  over  three  bushels  of  seed  per  acre.  We  had  a  great 
crop  of  corn-fodder. 

The  next  year,  as  I  said  before,  the  whole  piece  was  planted 
with  potatoes,  and  if  it  was  true  that  mangels  are  an  "  enriching 
crop,"  while  corn  is  an  "exhausting"  crop,  we  ought  to  have  had 
much  better  potatoes  after  the  mangels  than  after  corn.  This  was 
certainly  not  the  case ;  if  there  was  any  difference,  it  was  in  favor 
of  the  corn.  But  I  do  not  place  any  confidence  in  an  experiment 
of  this  kind,  where  the  crops  were  not  weighed  and  the  results 
carefully  ascertained. 


Mr.  Lawes  has  made  some  most  thorough  experiments  with  dif- 
ferent manures  on  sugar-beets,  and  in  1876  he  commenced  a  series 
of  experiments  with  mangel-wurzel. 

The  land  is  a  rather  stiff  clay  loam,  similar  to  that  on  which  the 
wheat  and  barley  experiments  wers  made.  It  is  better  suited  to 
the  growth  of  beets  than  of  turnips. 

"  "Why  so,"  asked  the  Deacon,  "  I  thought  that  black,  bottom 
land  was  best  for  mangels." 

"Not  so.  Deacon,"  said  I,  "we  can,  it  is  true,  grow  large  crops 
of  mangels  on  well-drained  and  well-manured  swampy  or  bottom 
land,  but  the  best  soil  for  mangels,  especially  in  regard  to  quality, 
is  a  good,  stiff,  well-worked,  and  well-manured  loam." 

"And  yet,"  said  the  Deacon,  "j^ouhad  a  better  crop  last  year 
on  the  lower  and  blacker  portions  of  the  field  than  on  the  heavy, 
clayey  land." 

in  one  sense,  this  is  true.  We  had  dry  weather  in  the  spring, 
and  the  mangel  seed  on  the  dry,  clayey  land  did  not  come  up  as 
well  as  on  the  cooler  and  moister  bottom-land.  We  had  more 
plants  to  the  acre,  but  the  roots  on  the  clayey  land,  w-hen  they 
once  got  fair  hold  of  the  soil  and  the  manure,  grew  larger  and  bet- 
ter than  on  the  lighter  and  moister  land.  The  great  point  is  to  get 
this  heavy  land  into  a  fine,  mellow  condition. 

But  to  Mr.  Lawes'  experiments.  They  are  remarkably  interest- 
ing and  instructive.  But  it  is  not  necessary  to  go  into  all  the  de- 
tails. Sufiice  it  to  say  that  the  experhnents  seem  to  prove,  very 
conclusively,  that  beets  require  a  liberal  supply  of  available  nitro- 
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gen.  Thus,  without  manure,  the  yield  of  beets  was  about  7^  tons 
of  bulbs  per  acre. 

With  550  lbs.  nitrate  of  soda  per  acre,  the  yield  was  a  little  over 
22  tons  per  acre.  With  14  tons  of  farmyard-manure,  18  tons  per 
acre.  With  14  tons  of  farmyard- manure  and  550  lbs.  nitrate  of 
soda,  over  27i  tons  per  acre. 

Superphosphate  of  lime,  sulphates  of  potash,  soda,  and  magne- 
sia, and  common  salt,  alone,  or  with  other  manures,  had  compara- 
tively little  effect. 

Practically,  when  we  want  to  grow  a  good  crop  of  beets  or  man- 
gels, these  experiments  prove  that  what  we  need  is  the  richest  kind 
of  barnyard-manure. 

If  our  manure  is  not  rich,  then  we  should  use,  in  addition  to  the 
manure,  a  dressing  of  nitrate  of  soda — say  400  or  500  lbs.  per  acre. 

If  the  land  is  in  pretty  good  condition,  and  we  have  no  baru- 
yard-manure,  we  may  look  for  a  fair  crop  from  a  dressing  of  ni- 
trate of  soda  alone. 

"  I  see,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  that  550  lbs.  of  nitrate  of  soda  alone, 
gave  an  increase  of  14^  tons  per  acre.  And  the  following  year,  on 
the  same  land,  it  gave  an  increase  of  13^  tons ;  and  the  next  year, 
on  the  same  land,  over  9  tons." 

"  Yes,"  said  I,  "  the  first  three  years  of  the  experiments  (1871-2-3), 
550  lbs.  of  nitrate  of  soda  alone,  applied  eveiy  year,  gave  an  average 
yield  of  Id^  tons  of  bulbs  per  acre.  During  the  same  three  years, 
the  plot  dressed  with  14  tons  of  barnyard-manure,  gave  an  average 
yield  of  IG^  tons.  But  now  mark.  The  next  year  (1874)  all  the 
plots  were  left  without  any  manure,  and  the  plot  which  had  been 
previously  dressed  with  nitrate  of  soda,  alone,  fell  off  to  3  tons  per 
acre,  while  the  plot  which  had  been  previously  manured  with 
barnyard-manure,  produced  10|  tons  per  acre." 

"  Good,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  there  is  nothing  like  manure." 

MANURES    FOR    CABBAGE,    PARSNIPS,    CARROTS,    LETTUCE, 
ONIONS,  ETC. 

I  class  these  plants  together,  because,  though  differing  widely  in 
many  respects,  they  have  one  feature  in  common.  They  arc  all 
artificial  productions. 

A  distinguished  amateur  horticulturist  once  said  to  me,  "  I  do 
not  see  why  it  is  I  have  so  much  trouble  with  lettuce.  My  land  is 
rich,  and  the  lettuce  grow  well,  but  do  not  head.  They  have  a 
tendency  to  run  up  to  seed, and  soon  get  tough  and  bitter." 

I  advised  him  to  raise  his  own  seed  from  the  best  plants — and 
especially  to  reject  all  plants  that  showed  any  tendency  to  go  pre- 
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maturely  to  seed.  Furthermore,  I  told  him  I  thought  if  he  would 
sow  a  little  superphosphate  of  lime  with  the  seed,  it  would  greatly 
stimulate  the  early  growth  of  the  lettuce. 

As  I  have  said  before,  superphosphate,  when  drilled  in  with  the 
seed,  has  a  wonderful  effect  in  developing  the  root-growth  of  the 
young  plants  of  turnips,  and  I  thought  it  would  have  the  same 
effect  on  lettuce,  cabbage,  cauliflowers,  etc. 

"  But,"  said  he,  "  it  is  not  roots  that  1  want,  but  heads." 

"  Exactly,"  said  I,  "  you  do  not  want  the  plants  to  follow  out 
their  natural  disposition  and  run  up  to  seed.  You  want  to  induce 
them  to  throw  out  a  great  abundance  of  tender  leaves.  In  other 
words,  you  want  them  to  '  head.'  Just  as  in  the  turnip,  you  do  not 
want  them  to  run  up  to  seed,  but  to  produce  an  unnatural  develop- 
ment of  '  bulb.'  " 

Thirty  years  ago.  Dr.  Gilbert  threw  out  the  suggestion,  that 
while  it  was  evident  that  turnips  required  a  larger  proportion  of 
soluble  phosphates  in  the  soil  than  wheat ;  while  wheat  required  a 
larger  proportion  of  available  nitrogen  in  the  soil,  than  turnips,  it 
was  quite  probable,  if  we  were  growing  turnips /o?'  seed,  that  then, 
turnips  would  require  the  same  kind  of  manures  as  wheat. 


We  want  exceedingly  rich  land  for  cabbage,  especially  for  an 
early  crop.  This  is  not  merely  because  a  large  crop  of  cabbage 
takes  a  large  amount  of  plant-food  out  of  the  soil,  but  because 
the  cultivated  cabbage  is  an  artificial  plant,  that  requires  its  food 
in  a  concentrated  sliape.  In  popular  language,  the  plants  have  to 
be  "  forced." 

According  to  the  analyses  of  Dr.  Anderson,  the  outside  leaves  of 
cabbage,  contain,  in  round  numbers^  91  per  cent  of  water ;  and  the 
heart  leaves,  94+  per  cent.  In  other  words,  the  green  leaves  con- 
tain 3^  per  cent  more  dry  matter  than  the  heart  leaves. 

Dr.  Vcelcker,  who  analyzed  more  recently  some  "  cattle-cab- 
bage," found  894-  per  cent  of  water  in  the  green  leaves,  and  83|- 
per  cent  in  the  heart  and  inner  leaves — thus  confij-ming  previous 
analyses,  and  showing  also  that  the  composition  of  cabbages  varies 
considerably. 

Dr.  Vcelcker  found  much  less  water  in  the  cabbage  than  Dr. 
Anderson. 

The  specimen  analyzed  by  Dr.  V.,  was  grown  on  the  farm  of 
the  Royal  Ag.  College  of  England,  and  I  infer  from  some  incidental 
remarks,  that  the  crop  was  grown  on  rather  poor  land.  And  it  is 
probably  true  that  a  large  crop  of  cabbage  grown  on  rich  land,  con- 
tains a  higher  percentage  of  water  than  cabbage  grown  on  poorer 
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land.  Ou  the  poor  land,  tlie  cabbage  would  not  be  likely  to  jiead 
so  well  as  on  the  rich  laud,  and  the  green  leaves  of  cabbage  con- 
tain more  than  half  as  much  again  real  dry  substance  as  the  heart 
leaves. 

The  dry  matter  of  the  heart  leaves,  however,  contains  more 
actual  nutriment  than  the  dry  matter  of  the  green  leaves. 

It  would  seem  very  desirable,  therefore,  whether  we  are  raising 
cabbage  for  market  or  for  home  consumption,  to  make  the  land 
rich  enough  to  grow  good  heads.  Dr.  Voelcker  says,  "  In  ordinary 
seasons,  the  average  produce  of  Swedes  on  our  poorer  fields  is 
about  15  tons  per  acre.  On  weighing  the  produce  of  an  acre  of 
cabbage,  grown  under  similar  circumstances,  I  found  that  it 
amounted  to  17i  tons  per  acre.  On  good,  well-manured  fields, 
however,  we  have  had  a  much  larger  produce." 

In  a  report  on  the  "  Cultivation  of  Cabbage,  and  its  comparative 
Value  for  Feeding  purposes,"  by  J.  M.  M'Laren,  of  Scotland,  the 
yield  of  Swede  turnips,  was  29|  tons  per  acre,  and  the  yield  of  cab- 
bage, 47f  tons  per  acre. 

"It  is' very  evident,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  that  if  you  grow  cabbage 
you  should  make  the  land  rich  enough  to  produce  a  good  crop — 
and  I  take  it  that  is  all  you  want  to  show." 

"  I  want  to  show,"  I  replied,  "  that  our  market  gardeners  have 
reason  for  applying  such  apparently  excessive  dressings  of  rich 
manure  to  the  cabbage-crop.  They  find  it  safer  to  put  far  more 
manure  into  the  laud  than  the  crop  can  possibly  use,  rather  than 
run  any  risk  of  getting  an  inferior  crop.  An  important  practical 
question  is,  whether  they  can  not  grow  some  crop  or  crops  after 
the  cabbage,  that  can  profitably  take  up  the  manure  left  in  the  soil." 

Prof.  E.  Wolff,  in  the  last  edition  of  "  Praktische  Dlingerlehre," 
gives  the  composition  of  cabbage.  For  the  details  of  which,  see 
Appendix,  page  345. 

From  this  it  appears  that  50  tons  of  cabbage  contain  240  lbs.  of 
nitrogen,  and  1,600  lbs.  of  ash.  Included  in  the  ash  is  G30  lbs. 
of  potash;  90  lbs.  of  soda;  810  lbs.  of  lime;  60  lbs.  of  magnesia; 
140  lbs.  of  phosphoric  acid ;  240  lbs.  of  sulphuric  acid,  and  20  lbs. 
of  silica. 


Henderson,  in  "  Gardening  for  Profit,"  advises  the  application 
of  75  tons  of  stable  or  barn-yard  manure  per  acre,  for  carlj'-  cab- 
bage. For  late  cabbage,  after  peas  or  early  potatoes,  he  says  about 
10  tons  per  acre  are  used. 

Brill,  in  "Farm  Gardening  and  Seed  Growing,"  also  makes  the 
same  distinction  in  regard  to  the  quantity  of  manure  used  for  early 
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and  late  cabbage.  He  speaks  of  70  to  80  tons  or  more,  per  acre,  of 
•well-rotted  stable-manure  as  not  an  unusual  or  excessive  dressing 
every  year. 

Now,  according  to  Wolff's  table,  75  tons  of  fresli  stable-manure, 
with  straw,  contains  820  lbs.  of  nitrogen ;  795  lbs.  of  potash  ;  150 
lbs.  soda ;  315  lbs.  of  lime ;  210  lbs.  of  magnesia;  420  lbs.  of  phos- 
phoric acid ;  105  lbs.  sulphuric  acid  ;  2,655  lbs.  of  silica,  and  60  lbs. 
of  chlorine. 

"  Put  the  figures  side  by  side,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  so  that  we  can 
compare  them." 

Here  they  are : 


Nitrogen 

Potash 

Phosphoric  acid 

Soda 

Lime 

Magnesia 


75  tons 

Fresh  Hot^se 

Manure. 


820  lbs. 

795  " 

420  " 

150  " 

315  " 

210  " 


"  That  is  rather  an  interesting  table,"  said  the  Doctor.  '"  In  the 
case  of  lime,  the  crop  takes  about  all  that  this  lieavy  dressing  of 
manure  supplies — but  I  suppose  the  soil  is  usually  capable  of  fur- 
nishing a  considerable  quantity." 

"  That  may  be  so,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  but  all  the  authorities  on 
market  gardening  speak  of  the  importance  of  either  growing  cab- 
bage on  land  containing  lime,  or  else  of  applying  lime  as  a  manure. 
Quinn,  who  writes  like  a  sensible  man,  says  in  his  book,  'Money 
ia  the  Garden,'  '  A  top-dressing  of  lime  every  third  year,  thirty  or 
forty  bushels  per  acre,  spread  broadcast,  and  harrowed  in,  just  be- 
fore planting,  pays  handsomely.' " 

Henderson  thinks  cabbage  can  only  be  grown  successfully  on 
land  containing  abundance  of  lime.  He  has  used  heavy  dressings 
of  lime  on  land  which  did  not  contain  shell?,  and  the  result  was 
satisfactory  for  a  time,  but  he  found  it  too  expensive. 

Experience  seems  to  show  that  to  grow  large  crops  of  perfect 
cabbage,  the  soil  must  be  liberally  furnished  with  manures  rich  in 
nitrogen  and  phosphoric  acid. 

In  sa3ing  this,  I  do  not  overlook  the  fact  that  cabbage  require  a 
large  quantity  of  potash.  I  think,  however,  that  when  large  quan- 
tities of  stable  or  barn-yard  manure  is  used,  it  will  rarely  be  found 
that  the  soil  lacks  potash. 

What  we  need  to  grow  a  large  crop  of  cabbage,  is  manure  from 
well-fed  animals.  Such  manure  can  rarelj^  be  purchased.  Now, 
the  difference  between  rich  manure  and  ordinary  stabje  or  barn- 
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yard-manure,  consists  principally  in  this :  The  rich  manure  con- 
tains more  nitrogen  and  phosphoric  acid  than  the  ordinary  stable- 
manure — and  it  is  in  a  more  available  condition. 

To  convert  common  manure  into  rich  manure,  therefore,  v/e  must 
add  nitrogen  and  phosphoric  acid.  In  other  v?ords,  we  must  use 
Peruvian  guano,  or  nitrate  of  soda  and  superphosphate,  or  bone- 
dust,  or  some  other  substance  that  will  furnish  available  nitrogen 
and  phosphoric  acid. 

Or  it  may  well  be,  where  stable-manure  can  be  bought  for  f  1.00 
per  two-horse  load,  that  it  will  be  cheaper  to  use  it  in  larger  quan- 
tity rather  than  to  try  to  make  it  rich.  In  this  case,  however,  we 
must  endeavor  to  follow  the  cabbage  by  some  crop  that  has  the 
power  of  taking  up  the  large  quantity  of  nitrogen  and  other  plant- 
food  that  will  be  left  in  the  soil. 

The  cabbage  needs  a  large  supply  of  nitrogen  in  the  soil,  but  re- 
moves comparatively  little  of  it.  "We  see  that  when  75  tons  of 
manure  is  used,  a  crop  of  50  tons  of  cabbage  takes  oat  of  the  soil 
less  than  30  per  cent  of  the  nitrogen.  And  yet,  if  you  plant  cab- 
bage on  this  land,  the  next  year,  without  manure,  you  would  get 
a  small  crop. 

"It  cannot  be  for  want  of  nitrogen,"  said  the  Deacon. 

"  Yes  it  can,"  said  I.  "  The  cabbage,  especially  the  early  kinds, 
must  have  in  the  soil  a  much  larger  quantity  of  available  nitrogen 
than  the  plants  can  use." 

I  do  not  mean  by  this  that  a  large  crop  of  cabbage  could  be 
raised,  year  after  year,  if  furnished  only  with  a  large  supply  of  avail- 
able nitrogen.  In  such  a  case,  the  soil  would  soon  lack  the  necessary 
inorganic  ingredients.  But,  what  I  mean,  is  this  :  Where  land  has 
been  heavily  manured  for  some  years,  we  could  often  raise  a  good 
crop  of  cabbage  by  a  liberal  dressing  of  available  nitrogen,  and  still 
more  frequently,  if  nitrogen  and  phosphoric  acid  were  both  used. 

You  may  use  what  would  be  considered  an  excessive  quantity 
of  ordinary  stable-manure,  and  grow  a  large  crop  of  cabbage  ;  but 
still,  if  you  plant  cabbage  the  next  year,  without  manure  of  any 
kind,  you  will  get  a  small  crop;  but  dress  it  with  a  manure  con- 
taining tlie  necessary  amount  of  nitrogen,  and  you  will,  so  far  as 
the  supply  of  plant-food  is  concerned,  be  likely  to  get  a  good  crop. 

In  such  circumstances,  I  think  an  application  of  800  lbs.  of  ni- 
trate of  soda  per  acre,  costing,  say  $32,  would  be  likely  to  afford  a 
veiy  handsome  profit. 


For  lettuce,  in  addition  to  well  prepared  rich  land,  I  should  sow 
3  lbs.  of  superphosphate  to  each  square  rod,  scattered  in  the  rows 
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before  drilling  in  the  seed.  It  will  favor  the  formation  of  fibrous 
roots  and  stimulate  the  growth  of  the  young  plants. 

In  raising  onions  from  seed,  we  require  an  abundance  of  rich, 
well-rotted  manure,  clean  land,  and  early  sowing. 

Onions  are  often  raised  year  after  year  on  the  same  land.  That 
this  entails  a  great  waste  of  manure,  is  highly  probable,  but  it  is 
not  an  easy  matter  to  get  ordinary  farm-land  properly  prepared 
for  onions.  It  needs  to  be  clean  and  free  from  stones  and  rubbish 
of  all  kinds,  and  when  once  it  is  in  good  condition,  it  is  thought 
better  to  continue  it  in  onions,  even  though  it  may  entail  more  or 
less  loss  of  fertility. 

"  What  do  you  mean,"  asked  the  Deacon,  "  by  loss  of  manure  ?  " 

"  Simply  this,"  said  I.  "  We  use  a  far  greater  amount  of  plant- 
food  in  the  shape  of  manure  than  is  removed  by  the  crop  of  onions. 
And  yet,  notwithstanding  this  fact,  it  is  found,  as  a  matter  of  ex- 
perience, that  it  is  absolutely  necessary,  if  we  would  raise  a  large 
and  profitable  crop,  to  manure  it  every  year." 

A  few  experimeiits  would  throw  much  light  on  this  matter.  I 
shoiild  expect,  when  land  had  been  heavily  dressed  every  year  for 
a  few  years,  with  stable-manure,  and  annually  sown  to  onions, 
that  800  lbs.  of  sulphate  of  ammonia,  or  of  nitrate  of  soda,  or  1,200 
lbs.  of  Peruvian  guano  would  give  as  good  a  crop  as  25  or  30  tons 
of  manure.  Or  perhaps  a  better  plan  would  be  to  apply  10  or  15 
loads  of  manure,  and  600  lbs.  of  guano,  or  400  lbs.  sulphate  of  am- 
monia. 


CHAPTEE     XXXV. 

MANURES  FOR  GARDENS  AND   ORCHARDS. 

MANURE  FOR  MARKET-GARDENS. 
The  chief  dependence  of  the  market-gardener  must  be  on  the 
stable-manure  which  he  can  obtain  from  the  city  or  village.  The 
chief  defect  of  this  manure  is  that  it  is  not  rich  enough  in  avail- 
able nitrogen.  The  active  nitrogen  exists  principally  in  the  urine, 
and  this  in  our  city  stables  is  largely  lost.  A  tor-  of  fresh,  unmixed 
horse-dung  contains  about  9  lbs.  of  nitrogen.  A  ton  of  horse-urine, 
31  lbs.  But  this  does  not  tell  the  whole  story.  The  nitrogen  in 
the  dung  is  contained  in  the  crude,  undigested  portions  of  the 
food.  It  is  to  a  large  extent  insoluble  and  unavailable,  while  the 
nitroiyen  in  the  urine  is  soluble  and  active. 
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The  market-gardener,  of  course,  has  to  take  such  manure  as  he 
can  §et,  and  the  only  points  to  be  considered  are  (1),  whether  he 
had  better  continue  to  use  an  excessive  quantity  of  the  manure,  or 
(3),  to  buy  substances  rich  in  available  nitrogen,  and  either  mix 
them  with  the  manure,  or  apply  them  separately  to  the  soil,  or  (3), 
whether  he  can  use  this  horse-manure  as  bedding  for  pigs  to  be 
fed  on  rich  nitrogenous  food. 

The  latter  plan  I  adopt  on  my  own  farm,  and  in  this  way  I  get 
a  very  rich  and  active  manure.  I  get  available  nitrogen,  phosphoric 
acid,  and  potash,  at  far  cheaper  rates  than  they  can  be  purchased  in 
the  best  commercial  fertilizers. 

Pigs  void  a  large  amount  of  urine,  and  as  pigs  are  ordinarily 
kept^  much  of  this  liquid  is  lost  for  want  of  sufficient  bedding  to 
absorb  it.  With  the  market-gardener  or  nurseryman,  who  draws 
large  quantities  of  borse-manure  from  the  City,  this  need  not  be 
the  case.  The  necessary  buildings  can  be  constructed  at  little  cost, 
and  the  horse-manure  can  be  used  freely.  The  pigs  should  be  fed 
on  food  rich  in  nitrogen,  such  as  bran,  malt-combs,  brewers'  grains, 
the  refuse  animal  matter  from  the  slaughter-houses  or  butchers' 
stores,  fish-scrap,  pea  or  lentil-meal,  palm-nut  cake,  or  such  food 
as  will  furnish  the  most  nitrogenous  food,  other  things  bemg 
equal,  at  the  cheapest  rate. 

The  market-gardeuer  not  only  requires  large  quantities  of  rich 
manure,  but  he  wants  them  to  act  quickly.  The  nurseryman  who 
sets  out  a  block  of  trees  which  will  occupy  the  ground  for  three, 
four,  or  five  years,  may  want  a  "  lasting  manure,"  but  such  is  not 
the  case  with  the  gardener  who  grows  crops  which  he  takes  off  the 
land  in  a  few  months.  As  long  as  he  continues  to  use  horse  or 
cow-manure  freely,  he  need  not  trouble  himself  to  get  a  slow  or 
lasting  manui-e.  His  great  aim  should  be  to  make  the  manure  as 
active  and  available  as  possible.  And  this  is  especially  the  case  if 
he  occupies  clayey  or  loamy  laud.  On  sandy  land  the  manure  will 
decompose  more  rapidly  and  act  quicker. 

"  There  are  many  facts,"  said  the  Doctor,  "  that  show  that  an 
artificial  application  of  water  is  equivalent  to  an  application  of 
manure.  It  has  been  shown  that  market-gardeners  find  it  neces- 
sary to  appl}^  a  much  larger  amount  of  plant-food  to  the  soil  tlian 
the  crops  can  take  up.  This  they  have  to  do  year  after  year.  And 
it  may  well  be  that,  when  a  supjjly  of  water  can  be  had  at  slight 
cost,  it  will  be  cheaper  to  irrigate  the  land,  or  water  the  plants, 
rather  than  to  fumish  such  an  excess  of  manure,  as  is  now  found 
necessary.  Even  with  ordinary  farm-crops,  we  know  that  they  feel 
the  efi'ects  of  drouth  far  less  on  rich  land  than  on  poor  land.     In 
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other  words,  a  liberal  supply  of  plant-food  enables  the  crops  to 
flouiish  with  less  water ;  and,  on  the  other  hand,  a  greater  supply 
of  water  will  enable  the  crops  to  flourish  with  a  less  supply  of 
plant-food.  The  market-gardeners  should  look  into  this  question 
of  irrigation. 

MANURES  FOR  SEED- GROWING   FARMS. 

In  growing  garden  and  vegetable  seeds,  much  labor  is  neces- 
sarily employed  per  acre,  and  consequently  it  is  of  great  import- 
ance to  produce  a  good  yield.  The  best  and  cleanest  land  is  neces- 
sary to  start  with,  and  then  manures  must  be  appropriately  and 
freely  used. 

"But  not  too  freely,"  said  the  Doctor,  "for  I  am  told  it  is  quite 
possible  to  have  land  too  rich  for  seed-growing." 

If  is  not  often  that  the  land  is  too  rich.  Still,  it  may  well  be  that 
for  some  crops  too  much  stable-manure  is  used.  But  in  nine  cases 
out  of  ten,  when  such  manure  gives  too  much  growth  and  too  little 
or  too  poor  seed,  the  trouble  is  in  the  quality  of  the  manure.  It 
contains  too  much  carbonaceous  matter.  In  other  words,  it  is  so 
poor  in  nitrogen  and  phosphoric  acid,  that  an  excessive  quantity 
has  to  be  used. 

The  remedy  consists  in  making  richer  manures  and  using  a  less 
auantity,  or  use  half  the  quantity  of  stable-manure,  and  apply  the 
rectified  or  prepared  Peruvian  guano,  at  the  rate  of  300  lbs.  or  400 
lbs.  per  acre,  or  say  200  lbs.  superphosphate  and  300  lbs.  nitrate  of 
soda  per  acre. 

Where  it  is  very  important  to  have  the  seeds  ripen  early,  a  lib- 
eral dressing,  say  400  lbs.  per  acre,  of  superphosphate  of  lime,  will 
be  likely  to  prove  beneficial. 

MANURE  FOR  PRIVATE  GARDENS. 

I  once  had  a  small  garden  in  the  city,  and  having  no  manure,  I 
depended  entirely  on  thorough  cultivation  and  artificial  fertilizers, 
such  as  superphosphate  and  sulphate  of  ammonia.  It  was  culti- 
vated not  for  profit,  but  for  pleasure,  but  I  never  saw  a  more  pro- 
ductive piece  of  land.  I  had  in  almost  every  case  two  crops  a  year 
on  the  same  land,  and  on  some  plots  three  crops.  No  manure  was 
used,  except  the  superphosphate  and  sulphate  of  ammonia,  and 
coal  and  wood  ashes  from  the  .house. 

About  5  lbs.  of  sulphate  of  ammonia  was  sown  broadcast  to  the 
square  rod,  or  worked  into  the  soil  very  thoroughly  in  the  rows 
where  the  seed  was  to  be  sown.  Superphosphate  was  applied  at 
the  same  rate,  but  instead  of  sowing  it  broadcast,  I  aimed  to  get  it 
as  near  the  seed  or  the  roots  of  plants  as  possible. 
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Half  a  teaspoonful  of  the  mixture,  consisting  of  equal  parts  of 
superphosphate  and  sulphate  of  ammonia,  stirred  into  a  large  three 
gallon  can  of  water,  and  sprinlvled  on  to  a  bed  of  verbenas,  seemed 
to  have  a  remarkable  effect  on  the  size  and  brilliancy  of  the  flowers. 

Even  to  this  day,  although  I  have  a  good  supply  of  rich  barn- 
yard-mauure,  I  do  not  like  to  be  without  some  good  artificial  ma- 
nure for  the  garden. 

MANURE  FOR  HOT-BEDS. 

The  best  manure  for  hot-beds  is  horse  or  sheep-dung  that  has 
been  used  as  bedding  for  pigs. 

When  fresh  stable-manure  is  used,  great  pains  should  be  taken  to 
save  all  the  urine.  In  other  words,  j^ou  want  the  horse-dung 
thoroughly  saturated  with  urine. 

The  heat  is  produced  principally  from  the  carbon  in  the  manure 
and  straw,  but  you  need  active  nitrogenous  matter  to  start  the  fire. 
And  the  richer  the  manure  is  in  nitrogenous  matter,  and  the  more 
thoroughly  this  is  distributed  through  the  manure,  the  more  readily 
will  it  ferment.  There  is  also  another  advantage  in  having  rich 
manure,  or  manure  well  saturated  with  urine.  You  can  make  the 
heap  more  compact.  Poor  manure  has  to  be  made  in  a  loose  heap, 
or  it  will  not  ferment ;  but  such  manure  as  we  are  talking  about 
can  be  trodden  down  quite  firm,  and  still  ferment  rapid  enough  to 
give  out  the  necessary  heat,  and  this  compact  heap  will  continue 
to  ferment  longer  and  give  out  a  steadier  heat,  than  the  loose  heap 
of  poor  manure. 

MANURE    FOR   NURSERYMEN. 

Our  successful  nurserymen  purchase  large  quantities  of  stable 
and  other  manures  from  the  cities,  drawing  it  as  fast  as  it  is  made, 
and  putting  it  in  piles  until  wanted.  They  usually  turn  the  piles 
once  or  twice,  and  often  three  times.  This  favors  fermentation, 
greatly  reducing  it  in  bulk,  and  rendering  the  manure  much  more 
soluble  and  active.  It  also  makes  the  manure  in  the  heap  more 
uniform  in  quality. 

Messrs.  Ellwanger  &  Barry  tell  me  that  they  often  ferment  the 
manure  tliat  they  draw  from  tlie  stables  in  the  city,  and  make  it  so 
fine  and  rich,  tliat  they  get  but  one  load  of  rotted  manure  froui 
three  loads  as  drawn  from  the  stables.  For  some  crops,  they  use 
at  least  20  loads  of  this  rotted  manure  per  acre,  and  thoy  esti- 
mate that  cacli  load  of  this  rotted  manure  costs  at  least  $5.00. 

IT.  E.  Iloolvcr  places  the  cost  of  manure  equally  high,  bii(  sccnis 
willing  to  use  all  he  can  get,  and  docs  not  think  wc  can  profitably 
employ  artificial  manures  as  a  substitute. 
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In  this  I  agree  with  him.  But  while  I  should  not  expect  arti- 
ficial manures,  when  used  alone,  to  prove  as  cheap  or  as  valuable 
as  stable-manure  at  present  prices,  I  think  it  may  well  be  that 
a  little  nitrate  of  soda,  sulphate  of  ammonia,  and  superphosphate 
of  lime,  or  dissolved  Peruvian  guano,  might  be  used  as  an  auxil- 
iary manure  to  great  advantage. 

Mr.  li.  E.  Hooker,  once  sowed,  at  my  suggestion,  some  sulphate 
of  ammonia  and  superphosphate  on  part  of  a  block  of  nursery 
trees,  and  he  could  not  perceive  that  these  manures  did  any  good. 
Elhvanger  &  Barry  also  tried  them,  and  reported  the  same  nega- 
tive result.  This  was  several  years  ago,  and  I  do  not  think  any 
similar  experiments  have  been  made  since. 

"  And  yet,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  you  used  these  self  same  manures 
on  farm-crops,  and  they  greatly  increased  the  growth." 

"  There  are  several  reasons,"  said  the  Doctor,  "  why  these  ma- 
nures may  have  failed  to  produce  any  marked  effect  on  the  nursery 
trees.  In  the  first  place,  there  was  considerable  prejudice  against 
them,  and  the  nurserymen  would  hardly  feel  like  relying  on  these 
manures  alone.  They  probably  sowed  them  on  land  already  well 
manured  ;  and  I  think  they  sowed  them  too  late  in  the  season.  I 
should  like  to  see  them  fairly  tried." 

So  would  I.  It  seems  to  me  that  nitrate  of  soda,  and  superphos- 
phate, or  dissolved  Peruvian  guano,  could  be  used  with  very  great 
advantage  and  profit  by  the  nurserymen.  Of  course,  it  would 
hardly  be  safe  to  depend  upon  them  alone.  They  should  be  used 
either  in  connection  with  stable-manure,  or  on  land  that  had  pre- 
viously been  frequently  dressed  with  stable-manure. 

MANURE    FOR   FRUIT-GROWERS. 

How  to  keep  up  the  fertility  of  our  apple-orchards,  is  becoming 
an  important  question,  and  is  attracting  considerable  attention. 

There  are  two  methods  generally  recommended — I  dare  not  say 
generally  practised.  The  one,  is  to  keep  the  orchard  in  bare-fal- 
low ;  the  other,  to  keep  it  in  grass,  and  top-dress  with  manure,  and 
either  eat  the  grass  off  on  the  land  with  sheep  and  pigs,  or  else 
mow  it  frequently,  and  let  the  grass  rot  on  the  surface,  for  mulcli 
and  manure. 

"  You  are  speaking  now,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  of  bearing  apple- 
orchards.  No  one  recommends  kccphig  a  young  orchard  in  grass. 
We  all  know  that  young  apple  trees  do  far  better  when  the  laud  is 
occupied  with  corn,  potatoes,  beans,  or  some  other  crop,  which  can 
be  cultivated,  than  they  do  on  land  occupied  with  wheat,  barley, 
oats,  rye,  buckwheat,  or  grass  and  clover.    And  even  with  bearing 
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peach  trees,  I  have  seen  a  -n^ouderful  difference  in  an  orchard,  half 
of  Tvhich  was  cultivated  with  corn,  and  the  other  half  sown  with 
wheat.  The  trees  in  the  wheat  were  sickly-looking,  and  bore  a 
small  crop  of  inferior  fruit,  while  the  trees  in  the  corn,  grew  vigor- 
ously and  bore  a  fine  crop  of  fruit.  And  the  increased  value  of 
the  crop  of  peaches  on  the  cultivated  laud  was  far  more  than  we 
can  ever  hope  to  get  from  a  crop  of  wheat." 

"  And  yet,"  said  the  Doctor,  "  the  crop  of  corn  on  the  cultivated 
half  of  the  peach-orchard  removed  far  more  plant-food  from  the 
soil,  than  the  crop  of  wheat.  And  so  it  is  evident  that  the  differ- 
ence is  not  due  wholly  to  the  supply  of  manure  in  the  surface-soil. 
It  may  well  be  that  the  cultivation  which  the  corn  received  favored 
the  decomposition  of  organic  matter  in  the  soil,  and  the  formation 
of  nitrates,  and  when  the  rain  came,  it  would  penetrate  deeper  into 
the  loose  soil  than  on  the  adjoining  land  occupied  with  wheat. 
The  rain  would  carry  the  nitrogen  down  to  the  roots  of  the  peach 
trees,  and  this  will  account  for  the  dark  green  color  of  the  leaves 
on  the  cultivated  land,  and  the  yellow,  sickly-looking  leaves  on 
the  trees  among  the  wheat. 

nEN-MANIIRE,  AND    WBAT    TO    DO    WITH   IT. 

A  bushel  of  corn  fed  to  a  hen  would  give  no  more  nitrogen, 
phosphoric  acid,  and  potash,  in  the  shape  of  manure,  than  a  bushel 
of  corn  fed  to  a  pig.  The  manure  from  the  pig,  however,  taking 
the  urine  and  solid  excrement  together,  contain  82  per  cent  of 
water,  while  that  from  the  hen  contains  only  56  per  cent  of  water. 
Moreover,  hens  pick  up  worms  and  insects,  and  their  food  in  such 
case  would  contain  more  nitrogen  than  the  usual  food  of  pigs,  and 
the  manure  would  be  correspondingly  richer  in  nitrogen.  Hence 
it  happens  that  100  lbs.  of  dry  hen-manure  would  usually  be  richer 
in  nitrogen  than  100  lbs.  of  dry  pig-manure.  But  feed  pigs  on 
peas,  and  hens  on  corn,  and  the  dry  pig-manure  would  be  much 
richer  in  nitrogen  than  the  dry  hen-manure.  The  value  of  the 
manure,  other  things  being  equal,  depends  on  the  food  and  not  on 
the  animal. 

Let  no  man  think  he  is  going  to  make  his  farm  any  richer  by 
keeping  hens,  ducks,  and  geese,  than  he  Vvill  by  keeping  sheep," 
pigs,  and  horses. 

"Why  is  it,  then,"  asked  the  Deacon,  "that  hen-dung  proves 
such  a  valuable  manure.  I  would  rather  have  a  hundred  lbs.  of 
hen-dung  than  half  a  ton  of  barnyard-manure?" 

"  And  I  presume  you  are  right,"  said  I,  "  l)ut  yon  )nust  nrollect 
that  your  hrn-manuro  is  kept  until  il  is  alnio.slchcniirally  dry.    Let 
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us  figure  up  what  the  half  ton  of  manure  and  the  100  lbs.  of  hen- 
manure  would  contain.     Here  are  the  figures,  side  by  side : 


Water  (estimated) 

Organic  Matter 

Asli 

Nitrogen 

Potasli 

Lime 

Phosphoric  acid..., 


100  lbs.  dry 
Ben-  Ma- 

nure. 
Tribs^ 
-51    " 
37    " 


If  " 


Ealf  ton 

Cow-Dung 

with  straw. 

203     " 

23     " 


4  ' 
3  " 
li   " 


I  would,  myself,  far  rather  have  100  lbs.  of  your  dry  lien-manure 
than  half  a  ton  of  your  farmyard -manure.  Your  hens  are  fed  on 
richer  food  than  your  cows.  The  100  lbs.  of  hen-manure,  too, 
would  act  much  more  rapidly  than  the  half  ton  of  cow-manm-e. 
It  would  probably  do  twice  as  much  good — possibly  three  or  four 
times  as  much  good,  on  the  first  crop,  as  the  cow-manure.  The  ni- 
trogen, being  obtained  from  richer  and  more  digestible  food,  is  in 
a  much  more  active  and  available  condition  than  the  nitrogen  in 
the  cow-dung. 

"If  you  go  on,''  said  the  Deacon,  " I  think  you  will  prove  that  I 
am  right." 

"  I  have  never  doubted,"  said  I,  "  the  great  value  of  hen-dung,  as 
compared  with  barnyard-manure.  And  all  I  wish  to  show  is,  that, 
notwithstanding  its  acknowledged  value,  the  fact  remains  that  a 
given  quantity  of  the  same  kind  of  food  will  give  no  greater 
amount  of  fertilizing  matter  when  fed  to  a  hen  than  if  fed  to  a  pig." 

I  want  those  farmers  who  find  so  much  benefit  from  an  applica- 
tion of  hen-manure,  ashes,  and  plaster,  to  their  corn  and  potatoes, 
to  feel  that  if  they  would  keep  better  cows,  sheep,  and  pigs,  and 
feed  them  betttr,  they  would  get  good  pay  for  their  feed,  and  the 
manure  would  enable  them  to  grow  larger  crops. 

While  we  have  been  talking,  the  Deacon  was  looking  over  the 
tables.  (See  Appendix.)  "I  see,"  said  he,  "  that  wheat  and  rye 
contain  more  nitrogen  than  hen-manure,  but  less  potash  and  phos- 
phoric acid." 

"  This  is  true,"  said  I,  "  but  the  way  to  compare  them,  in  order 
to  see  the  effect  of  passing  the  wheat  through  the  hen,  is  to  look  at 
the  composition  of  the  air-dried  hen-dung.  The  fresh  hen-dung, 
according  to  the  table,  contains  56  per  cent  of  water,  Avhile  wheat 
contains  less  than  14i  per  cent." 

Let  us  compare  the  composition  of  1,000  lbs.  air-dried  hen-dung 
with  1,000  lbs.  of  air-dried  wheat  and  rye,  and  also  with  bran, 
malt-combs,  etc. 
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Phosplwric 

Nitrogen.  Potash.  Acid. 

Wheat 20.8         5.3  7.9 

Wheat  Bran 22.4        14.3  27.3 

Rye 17.6         5.6  8.4 

Rye  Bran 23.2        19.3  34.3 

Buckwheat 14.4         2.7         5.7 

Buckwheat  Bran 27.2        11.2  12.5 

Malt-roots 36.8        20.6  18.0 

Air-dry  Hen-dung 32.6        17.0  30.8 

"  That  table,"  said  the  Doctor,  "  is  well  worth  studying.  You 
sec,  that  when  wheat  is  put  through  the  process  of  milling,  the 
miller  takes  out  as  much  of  the  starch  and  gluten  as  he  wants,  and 
leaves  you  a  product  (bran),  richer  in  phosphoric  acid,  potash,  and 
nitrogen,  than  you  gave  him." 

"  And  the  same  is  true,"  continued  the  Doctor,  "  of  the  hen.  You 
gave  her  3,000  grains  of  wheat,  containing  41.6  grains  of  nitrogen. 
She  puts  this  through  the  mill,  together  with  some  ashes,  and 
bones,  that  she  picks  up,  and  she  takes  out  all  the  starch  and  fat, 
and  nitrogen,  and  phosphate  of  lime,  that  she  needs  to  sus- 
tain life,  and  to  produce  flesh,  bones,  feathers,  and  eggs,  and 
leaves  you  1,000  grains  of  manure  containing  33.6  grains  of  nitro- 
gen, 17.0  grains  of  potash,  and  30.8  grains  of  phosphoric  acid.  I 
do  not  say,"  continued  the  Doctor,  "  that  it  takes  exactly  3,000 
grains  of  wheat  to  make  1,000  grains  of  dry  manure.  I  merely 
give  these  figures  to  enable  the  Deacon  to  understand  why  1,000 
lbs.  of  hen-dung  is  worth  more  for  manure  than  1,000 Jbs.  of 
wheat." 

"I  must  admit,"  said  the  Deacon, "  that  I  always  have  been  trou- 
bled to  understand  why  wheat-bran  was  worth  more  for  manure 
than  the  wheat  itself.  I  see  now — it  is  because  there  is  less  of  it. 
It  is  for  the  same  reason  that  boiled  cider  is  richer  than  the  cider 
from  which  it  is  made.  The  cider  has  lost  water,  and  the  bran  has 
lost  starch.  What  is  left  is  richer  in  nitrogen,  and  potash,  and 
phosphoric  acid.  And  so  it  is  with  manure.  The  animals  take 
out  of  the  food  the  starch  and  fat,  and  leave  the  manure  richer  in 
nitrogen,  phosphoric  acid,  and  potash." 

"  Exactly,"  said  I,  "Mr.  Lawcs  found  by  actual  experiment,  that 
if  you  feed  500  lbs.  of  barley-meal  to  a  pig,  containing  420  lbs.  of 
drj/  substance,  you  get  only  70  lbs.  of  dry  substance  in  the  manure. 
Of  the  430  lbs.  of  dry  substance,  37G.3  lbs.  are  used  to  support  res- 
piration, etc. ;  73.8  lbs.  are  found  in  the  increase  of  the  pig,  and  70 
lbs.  in  the  manure." 

The  food  contains  53  Hjs.  of  uilrogcnous  mailer  ;  the  increase  of 
pig  contains  7  lbs.,  and  conseiiueutly,  if  there  is  nu  loss,  the  ma- 
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nure  sliouhl  contain  45  lbs,  of  nitrogenous  substance=to  7.14  lbs. 
of  nitrogen. 

"  In  other  words,"  said  the  Doctor,  "  the  70  lbs.  of  dry  liquid  and 
solid  pig-manure  contains  7.14  lbs.  of  nitrogen,  or  100  lbs.  would 
contain  10.3  lbs.  of  nitrogen,  which  is  more  nitrogen  than  we  now 
get  in  the  very  best  samples  of  Peruvian  guano." 

"  And  thus  it  will  be  seen,"  said  1,  "  that  though  corn-fed  pigs, 
leaving  out  the  bedding  and  water,  produce  a  very  small  quantity 
of  manure,  it  is  exceedingly  rich." 

The  table  from  which  these  facts  were  obtained,  will  be  found  in 
the  Appendix — pages  342-3. 


CHAPTEE     XXXVl. 
DIFFERENT  KINDS  OF  MANURE. 

COW-MANURE,  AND  HOW  TO  USE  IT. 

"  It  will  do  more  good  if  fermented,"  said  a  German  farmer  in 
the  neighborhood,  who  is  noted  for  raising  good  crops  of  cabbage, 
''but  I  like  hog-manure  better  than  cow-dung.  The  right  way  Ls 
to  mix  the  hog-manure,  cow-dung,  and  horse-manure  together." 

"No  doubt  about  that,"  said  I,  "  but  when  you  have  a  good 
many  cows,  and  few  other  animals,  how  wo'^ld  you  manage  the 
manure  ? " 

"  I  would  gather  leaves  and  swamp-muck,  and  use  them  for  bed- 
ding the  cows  and  pigs.  Leaves  make  splendid  bedding,  and  they 
make  rich  manure,  and  the  cow-dung  and  leaves,  when  made  into 
a  pile,  will  ferment  readily,  and  make  grand  manure  for — any- 
thing.    I  only  wish  I  had  all  I  could  use." 

There  is  no  question  but  what  cow-manure  is  better  if  fermented, 
but  it  is  not  always  convenient  to  pile  it  during  the  winter  in  such 
a  way  that  it  will  not  freeze.  And  in  this  case  it  may  be  the  better 
plan  to  draw  it  out  on  to  the  land,  as  opportunity  offers. 

"I  have  heard,"  said  Charley,  "that  pig-manure  was  not  good 
for  cabbage,  it  produces  '  fingers  and  toes,'  or  club-foot." 

Possibly  such  is  tlie  case  when  there  is  a  predisposition  to  the 
disease,  but  our  German  friend  says  .lie  has  never  found  any  ill- 
effects  from  its  use. 
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"  Cows,"  said  tlie  Doctor,  "  when  giving  a  large  quantitj^  of 
milk,  make  rather  poor  manure.  The  manure  loses  what  the  milk 
takes  from  the  food." 

"  We  have  shown  what  that  loss  is,"  said  I.  "  It  amounts  to  less 
than  I  think  is  generally  supposed.  And  in  the  winter,  when  the 
cows  are  dry,  the  manure  would  be  as  rich  as  from  oxen,  provided 
both  were  fed  alike.  See  Appendix,  page  342,  It  will  there  be 
seen  that  oxen  take  out  only  4.1  lbs.  of  nitrogen  from  100  lbs.  of 
nitrogen  consumed  in  the  food.  In  other  words,  provided  there 
is  no  loss,  we  should  get  in  the  liquid  and  solid  excrements  of  the 
ox  and  dry  cow  95.9  per  cent,  of  the  nitrogen  furnished  in  the- 
food,  and  a  still  higher  per  cent  of  the  mineral  matter. 

SHEEP-MANURE. 

According  to  Prof.  Wolff's  table  of  analyses,  sheep-manure,  both 
solid  and  liquid,  contain  less  water  than  the  manure  from  horses, 
cows,  or  swine.  With  the  exception  of  swine,  the  solid  dung  is 
also  the  richest  in  nitrogen,  while  the  urine  of  sheeiD  is  pre- 
eminently rich  in  nitrogen  and  potash. 

These  facts  are  in  accordance  with  the  general  opinions  of  farm- 
ers. Sheep-manure  is  considered,  next  to  hen-manure,  the  most 
valuable  manure  made  on  the  farm. 

I  do  not  think  we  have  any  satisfactory  evidence  to  prove  that 
3  tons  of  clover-hay  and  a  ton  of  corn  fed  to  a  lot  of  fattening- 
sheep  will  afford  a  quantity  of  manure  containing  anymore  plant- 
food  than  the  same  kind  and  amount  of  food  fed  to  a  lot  of  fat- 
tening-cattle.  The  experiments  of  Lawcs  &  Gilbert  indicate  that 
if  there  is  any  difference  it  is  in  favor  of  the  ox.  See  Appendix, 
page  343.  But  it  may  well  be  that  it  is  much  easier  to  save  the 
manure  from  the  sheep  than  from  the  cattle.  And  so,  practically, 
sheep  may  be  better  manure-makers  than  cattle — for  the  simple 
reason  that  less  of  the  urine  is  lost. 

"As  a  rule,"  said  the  Doctor,  "the  dung  of  sheep  contains  far 
less  water  than  the  dung  of  cattle,  though  Avhen  you  slop  your 
breeding  ewes  to  make  them  give  more  milk,  the  dung  differs  but 
little  in  appearance  from  that  of  cows.  Ordinarily,  however,  sheep- 
dung  is  light  and  dry,  and,  like  horse-dung,  will  ferment  much 
more  rapidly  than  cow  or  pig-dung.  In  piling  manure  in  the  win- 
ter or  spring,  special  pains  should  be  used  to  mix  the  sheep  and 
horse-manure  with  the  cow  and  pig-manure.  And  it  may  be  re- 
marked that  for  any  crop  or  for  any  purpose  where  stable-manure 
is  deemed  desirable,  siieep-manurc  would  be  a  better  substitute 
than  cow  or  pig-maimrc." 
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MANURE    FEOM    SWINE. 

The  dry  matter  of  hog-manure,  especially  the  urine,  is  rich  in 
nitrogen,  but  it  is  mixed  with  such  a  large  quantity  of  -R-aler  that 
a  ton  of  hog-manure,  as  it  is  usually  found  in  the  pen,  is  less  valu- 
able than  a  ton  of  horse  or  sheep-manure,  and  only  a  little  more 
valuable  than  a  ton  of  cow-manure. 

As  I  have  before  said,  my  own  plan  is  to  let  the  store-hogs  sleep 
in  a  basement-cellar,  and  bed  them  with  horse  and  sheep-manure. 
I  have  this  winter  over  50  sows  under  the  horse-stable,  and  the 
manure  from  8  horses  keeps  them  dry  and  comfortable,  and  we 
arc  not  specially  lavish  with  straw  in  bedding  the  horses. 

During  the  summer  we  aim  to  keep  the  hogs  out  in  the  pastures 
and  orchards  as  much  as  possible.  This  is  not  only  good  for  the 
health  of  the  pigs,  but  saves  labor  and  straw  in  the  management 
of  the  manure.  It  goes  directly  to  the  land.  The  pigs  are  good 
grazers  and  distribute  the  manure  as  evenly  over  the  land  as  sheep 
— in  fact,  during  hot  weather,  sheep  are  even  more  inclined  to  hud- 
dle together  under  the  trees,  and  by  the  side  of  the  fence,  than 
pigs.     This  is  particularly  the  case  with  the  larger  breeds  of  sheep. 

In  the  winter  it  is  not  a  difficult  matter  to  save  all  the  liquid 
and  solid  excrements  from  pigs,  provided  the  pens  are  dry  and  no 
water  comes  in  from  the  rain  and  snow.  As  pigs  are  often  man- 
aged, this  is  the  real  difficulty.  Pigs  void  an  enormous  quantity 
of  water,  especially  when  fed  on  slops  from  the  house,  whey,  etc.  If 
they  are  kept  in  a  pen  with  a  separate  feeding  and  sleeping  apart- 
ment, both  should  be  under  cover,  and  the  feeding  apartment  may 
be  kept  covered  a  foot  or  so  thick  with  the  soiled  bedding  from 
the  sleeping  apartment.  When  the  pigs  get  up  in  a  morning,  they 
will  go  into  the  feeding  apartment,  and  the  liquid  will  be  dis- 
charged on  the  mass  of  manure,  straw,  etc. 

"Dried  muck,"  said  the  Deacon,  "comes  in  very  handy  about  a 
pig-pen,  for  absorbing  the  liquid." 

"  Yes,"  said  I,  "  and  even  dry  earth  can  be  used  to  great  advan- 
tage, not  merely  to  absorb  the  liquid,  but  to  keep  the  pens  sweet 
and  healthy.  The  three  chief  points  in  saving  manure  from  pigs 
are:  1,  To  have  the  pens  under  cover;  2,  to  keep  the  feeding 
apartment  or  yard  covered  with  a  thick  mass  of  strawy  manure 
and  refuse  of  any  kind,  and  3,  to  scatter  plenty  of  dry  earth  or 
dry  muck  on  the  floor  of  tlie  sleeping  apartment,  and  on  top  of 
the  manure  in  the  feeding  apartment." 

"  You  feed  most  of  your  pigs,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  out  of  doors 
in  the  yard,  and  they  sleep  in  the  pens  or  basement  cellars,  and  it 
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seems  to  me  to  be  a  good  plan,  as  they  get  more  fresh  au-  and  ex- 
ercise than  if  confined." 

"  We  do  not  lose  much  manure,"  said  I,  "  by  feeding  in  the  yards. 
You  let  a  dozen  pigs  sleep  in  a  pen  all  night,  and  as  soon  as  they 
hear  you  putting  the  food  in  the  troughs  outside,  they  come  to  the 
door  of  the  pen,  and  there  discharge  the  liquid  and  solid  excre- 
ments on  the  mass  of  manure  left  there  on  purpose  to  receive  and 
absorb  them.  I  am  well  aware  that  as  pigs  are  often  managed,  we 
lose  at  least  half  the  value  of  their  manure,  but  there  is  no  neces- 
sity for  this.  A  little  care  and  thought  will  save  nearly  the  whole 
of  it. 

BUYING    MANURE    BT   MEASURE    OR    WEIGHT. 

The  Deacon  and  I  have  just  been  weighing  a  bushel  of  different 
kinds  of  manure  made  on  the  farm.  We  made  two  weighings  of 
each  kind,  one  thrown  in  loose,  and  the  other  pressed  down  firm. 
The  following  is  the  result : 

WEIGHT  OF  MANURE  PER  BUSHEL,   AND  PER  LOAD  OF  CO  BUSHELS. 


No. 


KIND  AND   CONDITION  OF  MANURES. 


Fresh  horse-mannre  free  from  straw 

"  "  "         '■•        "        "    iiriissed. 

Fresh  borse-mamire,  as  nsed  for  bedding  pigs. 


Horsc-manure  from  pig  cellar 

"          "           "       '•"       "    pressed.   . 
Pig-mannre 

"       "      pressed  

Pig-maniire  and  dry  earth  

Sheep-manure  from  open  slied 

"  "  "■        "        "    jiressed.. 

Sheep-manure  from  closed  shed 

"  "  '•        "  "    pressed. 

Fresh  cow-dung,  free  from  straw 

Ilen-maiiure 

"         ■'      pressed  ... 


pressed. 


iip 


lbs. 

55 
28 
46 
50 
72 
57 
75 
98 
42 
65 
28 
38 
87 
34 
4S 


lbs. 
1875 
2750 
1400 
2300 
2500 
3000 
2850 
3750 
4000 
2100 
3250 
1100 
1000 
4350 
1700 
2400 


"  In  buying  manure,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  it  makes  quite  a  differ- 
ence whether  the  load  is  trod  down  solid  or  thrown  loosely  into  the 
box.  A  load  of  fresh  horse-manure,  when  trod  down,  weighs  half 
as  much  again  as  when  thrown  in  loose." 

"  A  load  of  horse-manure,"  said  Charley, "  after  it  has  been  used 
for  bedding  pigs,  weighs  3,000  lbs.,  and  only  2,300  lbs.  when  it  is 
thrown  into  the  pens,  and  I  suppose  a  ton  of  the  '  double-worked' 
manure  is  fully  as  valuable  as  a  ton  of  tiic  fresh  horsc-manuro.  If 
so,  15  '  loads '  of  the  pig-pen  manure  is  equal  to  34  '  loads '  of  the 
stable-manure." 
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"A  ton  of  fresh  horse-manure,"  said  the  Doctor,  "contains 
about  9  lbs.  of  nitrogen ;  a  ton  of  fresh  covv-duug  about  6  lbs.;  a 
ton  of  fresh  sheep-dung,  11  lbs.,  and  a  ton  of  fresh  pig-manure,  12 
lbs.  But  if  the  Deacon  and  you  weighed  correctly,  a  '  load '  or 
cord  of  cow-manure  would  contain  more  nitrogen  than  a  load  of 
pressed  horse-manure.    The  figures  are  as  follows : 

A  load  of  50  bushels  of  fresh  horse-dung,  pressed 
and  free  from  straw  contains 12.37  lbs.  nitrogen. 

A  load  of  fresh  cow-dung 18.05    "  " 

"  "         sheep  "' 10.45    "  " 

"  "         pig       "    23.50    " 

"These  figures,"  said  I,  "show  how  necessary  it  is  to  look  at 
this  subject  in  all  its  aspects.  If  I  was  buying  manures  ly  weight, 
I  would  much  prefer  a  ton  of  sheep-manure,  if  it  had  been  made 
under  cover,  to  any  other  manure  except  hen-dung,  especially 
if  it  contained  all  the  urine  from  the  sheep.  But  if  buying  manure 
by  the  load  or  cord,  that  from  a  covered  pig-pen  would  be  prefer- 
able to  any  other." 

LIQUID    MANURE    ON    THE    FARM. 

I  have  never  had  any  personal  experience  in  the  use  of  liquid 
manure  to  any  crop  except  grass.  At  Rothamsted,  Mr.  Lawes  used 
to  draw  out  the  liquid  manure  in  a  water-cart,  and  distribute  it 
on  grass  land. 

"What  we  want  to  know,"  said  the  Deacon,  "is  whether  the 
liquid  from  our  barn-yards  will  pay  to  draw  out.  If  it  will,  the 
proper  method  of  using  it  can  be  left  to  our  ingenuity. " 

According  to  Prof.  Wolff,  a  ton  of  urine  from  horses,  cows, 
sheep,  and  swiue,  contains  the  following  amounts  of  nitrogen, 
phosphoric  acid,  and  potash,  and,  for  the  sake  of  comparison,  I 
give  the  composition  of  drainage  from  the  barn-yard,  and  also  of 
fresh  dung  of  the  different  animals : 


TABLE    SnOWINO    TnE   AMOUNT    OF  NITnOGEN,   rnOSPnOKIC  ACID,   AND    POTASH, 

IN  ONE  TON  OF  THE  FRESH  DUNQ  AND  FRESH   URINE   OF   DIFFERENT 

ANIMALS,   AND  ALSO  OP  THE  DRAINAGE  OF  THE  BARN-YARD. 


1  TON  FRESH  DUNG. 

1   TON  FRESH  URINE. 

Mtro- 
gen. 

Fhos- 
pJwric 
acid. 

Potash. 

M/.ro- 
gen. 

Phos- 
phoric 
acid. 

Potash. 

lbs. 
8.S 
5.8 
11.0 
12.0 
9.4 

lbs. 
7.0 
.3  4 
G.2 
8.2 
0.2 

7.0 
2.0 
.3.0 
5.2 
4.3 

lbs. 
31.0 
11.6 
.30.0 

S.C 
22.5 

3.0 

lbs. 

0.2 
1.4 
0.4 
0.2 

H)s. 

30.0 

Cow 

9.8 

Sheep 

45.2 

16.6 

25.4 

Dr.ainncTG  of  bani-yard 

9.8 
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The  drainage  from  a  barn-yard,  it  will  be  seen,  contains  a  little 
more  than  half  as  much  nitrogen  as  cow-dung ;  and  it  is  probable 
that  the  nitrogen  in  the  liquid  is  in  a  much  more  available  condi- 
tion than  that  in  the  dung.  It  contains,  also,  nearly  five  times  as 
much  potash  as  the  dung.  It  would  seera,  therefore,  that  with 
proper  arrangements  for  pumping  and  distributing,  this  liquid 
could  be  drawn  a  short  distance  with  profit. 

But  whether  it  will  or  will  not  pay  to  cart  away  the  drainage,  it 
is  obviously  to  our  interest  to  prevent,  as  far  as  possible,  any  of 
the  liquid  from  running  to  waste. 

It  is  of  still  greater  importance  to  guard  against  any  loss  of 
urine.  It  will  be  seen  that,  on  the  average,  a  ton  of  the  urine  of 
our  domestic  animals  contains  more  than  twice  as  much  nitrogen 
as  a  ton  of  the  dung. 

Where  straw,  leaves,  swamp-muck,  or  other  absorbent  materials 
are  not  sufficiently  abundant  to  prevent  any  loss  of  urine,  means 
should  be  used  to  drain  it  into  a  tank  so  located  that  the  liquid 
can  either  be  pumped  back  on  to  the  manure  when  needed,  or 
drawn  away  to  the  land. 

"  I  do  not  see,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  why  horse  and  sheep-urine 
should  contain  so  much  more  nitrogen  and  potash  than  that  from 
the  cow  and  pig." 

"  The  figures  given  by  Prof.  T7olfF,"  said  I,  "  are  general  aver- 
ages. The  composition  of  the  urine  varies  greatly.  The  richer  the 
food  in  digestible  nitrogenous  matter,  the  more  nitrogen  will  there 
be  in  the  dry  matter  of  the  urine.  And,  other  things  being  equal, 
the  less  water  the  animal  drinks,  the  richer  will  the  urine  be  in 
nitrogen.  The  urine  from  a  sheep  fed  solely  on  turnips  would 
contain  little  or  no  more  nitrogen  than  the  urine  of  a  cow  fed  on 
turnips.  An  ox  or  a  dry  cow  fed  on  grass  would  probably  void 
no  more  nor  no  poorer  urine  than  a  horse  fed  on  grass.  The  urine 
that  Mr.  Lawes  drew  out  in  a  cart  on  to  his  grass-land  was  made 
by  sheep  that  had  one  lb.  each  of  oil-cake  per  day,  and  one  lb.  of 
chaffed  clover-hay,  and  all  the  turnips  they  would  eat.  They  voided 
a  large  quantity  of  urine,  but  as  the  food  was  rich  in  nitrogen,  the 
urine  was  doubtless  nearly  or  quite  as  rich  as  that  analyzed  by 
Prof.  Wolff,  though  that  probably  contained  less  water. 

If  I  was  going  to  draw  out  liquid  manure,  I  should  be  very  care- 
ful to  spout  all  the  buildings,  and  keep  the  animals  and  manure  as 
much  undercover  as  possible,  and  also  feed  food  rich  in  nitrogen. 
In  such  circumstances,  it  would  doubtless  pay  to  draw  the  urine 
full  as  well  as  to  draw  the  solid  manure. 
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NIGHTSOIL   AND'  SEWAGE. 

The  composition  of  human  excrements,  as  compared  with  the 
mean  composition  of  the  excrements  from  horses,  cows,  sheep,  and 
swine,  so  far  as  the  nitrogen,  phosphoric  acid,  and  potash  are  con- 
cerned, is  as  follows : 

TABLE    SHOWING    THE  AMOUNT    OF    NITROGEN,  PHOSPHORIC  ACID,   AND  POTASH, 

IN  ONE  TON  OF  FRESH  HUMAN  EXCREMENTS,   AND  IN  ONE  TON  OF  FRESH 

EXCREMENTS    FROM    HORSES,   COWS,   SHEEP,   AND    SWINE. 


SOLIDS. 

URINE. 

One  ton  (2000  lbs). 

Nitro- 
gen. 

Phos- 

inhoric 

acid. 

Potash. 

Nitro- 
gen. 

Phos- 

pJwriC 

acid. 

Potash. 

20.0  lbs. 

21.8  lbs. 

5.0  lbs. 

12.0  lbs. 

3.7  lbs. 

4.0  lbs. 

Mean  of  horse,  cow,  sheep, 
and  swine 

94  " 

6  2" 

4  3" 

22.5   " 

0.4  " 

25.4  " 

One  ton  of  fresh  faeces  contains  more  than  twice  as  much  nitro- 
gen, and  more  than  three  times  as  much  phosphoric  acid,  as  a  ton 
of  fresh  mix-ed  animal-dung.  The  nitrogen,  too,  is  probably  in  a 
more  available  condition  than  that  in  common  barnyard-dung ; 
and  we  should  not  be  far  wrong  in  estimating  1  ton  of  faeces  equal 
to  2i  tons  of  ordinary  dung,  or  about  equal  in  value  to  cax'cfully 
preserved  manure  from  liberally-fed  sheep,  swine,  and  fattening 
cattle. 

"  It  is  an  unpleasant  job,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  but  it  pays  well  to 
empty  the  vaults  at  least  twice  a  year." 

"  If  farmers,"  said  the  Doctor, "  would  only  throw  into  the  vaults 
from  time  to  time  some  dry  earth  or  coal  ashes,  the  contents  of 
the  vaults  could  be  removed  without  any  disagreeable  smell." 

"  That  is  so,"  said  I,  "  and  even  where  a  vault  has  been  shame- 
fully neglected,  and  is  full  of  offensive  matter,  it  can  be  cleaned 
out  without  difficulty  and  without  smell.  I  have  cleaned  out  a 
large  vault  in  an  hour.  We  were  drawing  manure  from  the  yards 
with  three  teams  and  piling  it  in  the  field.  We  brought  back  a  load 
of  sand  and  threw  half  of  it  into  the  vault,  and  put  the  other  half 
on  one  side,  to  be  used  as  required.  The  sand  and  ffeces  were  then, 
with  a  long-handled  shovel,  thrown  into  the  wagon,  and  drawn  to 
the  pile  of  manure  in  the  field,  and  thrown  on  to  the  pile,  not  more 
than  two  or  three  inches  thick.  The  team  brought  back  a  load  of 
sand,  and  so  we  continued  until  the  work  was  done.  Sand  or  dry 
earth  is  cheap,  and  we  used  all  that  was  necessary  to  prevent  the 
escape  of  any  unpleasant  gases,  and  to  keep  the  material  from  ad- 
hering to  the  shovels  or  the  wagon. 

"Human  urine,"  said  the  Doctor,  "is  richer  in  phosphoric  acid, 
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but  much  poorer  in  nitrogen  and  potash  than  the  urine  from 
horses,  cows,  sheep,  and  swine." 

"  Some  years  ago,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  Mr.  H.  E.  Hooker,  of  Roch- 
ester, used  to  draw  considerable  quantities  of  urine  from  the  city 
to  his  farm.  It  would  pay  better  to  draw  out  the  urine  from  farm 
animals." 

"  The  figures  given  above,"  said  I,  "  showing  the  composition  of 
human  excrements,  are  from  Prof.  Wolff,  and  probably  are  gener- 
ally correct.  But,  of  course,  the  composition  of  the  excrements 
would  vary  greatly,  according  to  the  food." 

It  has  been  ascertained  by  Lawes  and  Gilbert  that  the  amount  of 
matter  voided  by  an  adult  male  in  the  course  of  a  year  is— faeces, 
95  lbs.;  urine,  1,049  lbs.;  total  liquid  and  solid  excrements  in  the 
pure  state,  1,144  lbs.     These  contain : 

Dry  substance — fssces,  231  lbs.;  urine,  84?  ;  total,  5Si  lbs. 
Mineral  matter — fasces,  2i  lbs.;  urine,  13  ;  total,  141  lbs. 
Carbon— faeces,  10  lbs.;  urine,  12 ;  total  22  lbs, 
Nitrogen— fseces,  1.2  lbs.;  urine,  10.8;  total,  13  lbs. 
Phosphoric  acid — fiEces,  0.7  lbs.;  urine,  1.93  ;  total,  2.C3  lbs. 
Potash— faeces,  0.24  lbs.;  urine,  2.01 ;  total,  2.25  lbs. 

The  amount  of  potash  is  given  by  Prof.  E.  Wolff,  not  by  Lawes 
and  Gilbert. 

The  mixed  solid  and  liquid  excrements,  in  the  condition  they 
leave  the  body,  contain  about  95  per  cent  of  water.  It  would  re- 
quire, therefore,  20  tons  of  fresh  mixed  excrements,  to  make  one 
ton  of  dry  nightsoil,  or  the  entire  amount  voided  by  a  mixed  family 
of  43  persons  in  a  year. 

One  hundred  lbs.  ot  fresh  fa30cs  contain  75  lbs.  of  water,  and  25 
lbs.  of  dry  substance. 

One  hundred  lbs.  of  fresh  urine  contain  9G^  lbs.  of  water,  and 
3^  lbs.  of  dry  substance. 

One  hundred  lbs.  of  the  dry  substance  of  the  fcsccs  contain  5  lbs. 
of  nitrogen,  and  5 J-  lbs.  of  phosphates. 

One  himdred  lbs.  of  the  dry  substance  of  the  urine  contain  27 
11)3.  of  nitrogen,  and  lOf  lbs.  of  phosphates. 

These  figures  are  from  Lawes  and  Gilbert,  and  may  be  taken  as 
representing  the  composition  of  excrements  from  moderately  well- 
fed  persons. 

According  to  Wolff,  a  ton  of  fresh  human  urine  contains  12  lbs. 
of  nitrogen.     According  to  Lawes  and  Gilbert,  18  lbs. 

The  liquid  carted  from  the  city  by  i\Ir.  Hooker  was  from  woll-fcd 
adult  males,  and  would  doubtless  be  fully  equal  to  the  figures  given 
by  Lawes  and  Gilbert.    If  we  call  the  nitrogen  worth  20  cents  a  lb., 
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and  the  pliosplioric  acid  (soluble)  worth  12^-  cents,  a  ton  of  such 
urine  would  be  worth,  on  the  land,  $4.06. 

"A  ton  of  the  fresh  faeces,"  said  the  Deacon,  " at  the  same  esti- 
mate, would  be  wortli  (20  lbs.  nitrogen,  at  20  cents,  $4;  21f  lbs. 
phosphoric  acid,  at  12^  cents,  |2.70),  $6.70." 

"  Not  by  a  good  deal,"  said  the  Doctor.  "  The  nitrogen  and 
phosphoric  acid  in  the  urine  are  both  soluble,  and  would  be  imme- 
diately available.  But  the  nitrogen  and  phosphoric  acid  in  the 
faeces  would  be  mostly  insoluble.  We  cannot  estimate  the  nitrogen 
in  the  faeces  at  over  15  cents  a  lb.,  and  the  phosphoric  acid  at 
5  cents.  This  would  make  the  value  of  a  ton  of  fresh  f a3ces,  on  the 
land,  $4.09." 

"  This  makes  the  ton  of  faeces  worth  about  the  same  as  a  ton  of 
urine.  But  I  would  like  to  know,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  if  you  really 
believe  we  could  aflford  to  pay  $4  per  ton  for  the  stuff  delivered  on 
the  farm  ?  " 

"  If  we  could  get  the  genuine  article,"  said  the  Doctor,  "it  would 
be  worth  $4  a  ton.  But,  as  a  rule,  it  is  mixed  with  water,  f;nd  dirt, 
and  stones,  and  bricks,  and  rubbish  of  all  kinds.  Still,  it  is  un- 
questionably a  valuable  fertilizer." 

"In  the  dry-earth  closets,"  said  I,  "suck  a  large  quantity  of 
earth  has  to  be  used  to  absorb  the  liquid,  that  the  material,  even  if 
used  several  times,  is  not  worth  carting  any  considerable  distance. 
Dr.  Gilbert  found  that  5  tons  of  absolutely  dry  earth,  before  usinr, 
contained  16.7  lbs.  of  nitrogen. 
After  being  used  once, 5  tons  of  the  dry  earth  contaiaed  24.0  lbs. 


twice, . 
three  times,, 
four  times, . . 
five  times,., 
six  times, 


36.3 
44.6 
54.0 
61.4 
71.6 


Dr.  Voelcker  found  that  five  tons  of  dr}^  earth  gained  about  7  lbs. 
of  nitrogen,  and  11  lbs.  of  phosphoric  acid,  each  time  it  was  used 
in  the  closets.  If  we  consider  each  lb.  of  nitrogen  with  the  phos- 
phoric acid  worth  20  cents  a  lb.,  5  tons  of  the  dry  earth,  after  being 
used  once,  would  be  worth  $1.40,  or  less  than  30  cents  a  ton,  and 
after  it  had  been  used  six  times,  five  tons  of  the  material  would  be 
worth  $11.98,  or  about  $2.40  per  ton. 

In  this  calculation  I  have  not  reckoned  in  the  value  of  the  nitro- 
gen the  soil  contained  before  using.      Soil,  on  a  farm,  is  cheap. 

It  is  clear  from  these  facts  that  any  earth-closet  manure  a  farmer 
would  be  likely  to  purchase  in  the  city  has  not  a  verj^  high  value. 
It  is  absurd  to  talk  of  making  "  guano  "  or  any  concentrated  fertil- 
izer out  of  the  material  from  earth-closets. 
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"  It  is  ratlier  a  reflection  on  our  science  and  practical  skill,"  said 
the  Doctor,  "  but  it  looks  at  present  as  thouo-h  the  only  plan  to 
adopt  in  large  cities  is  to  use  enormous  quantities  of  water  and 
wash  the  stuff  into  the  rivers  and  oceans  for  the  use  of  aquatic 
plants  and  fishes.  Tlie  nitrogen  is  not  all  lost.  Some  of  it  comes 
back  to  us  in  rains  and  dews.  Of  course,  there  are  places  where 
the  sewage  of  our  cities  and  villages  can  be  used  for  irrigating 
purposes.  But  when  water  is  used  as  freely  as  it  ought  to  be  used 
for  health,  the  sewage  is  so  extremely  poor  in  fertilizing  matter, 
that  it  must  be  used  in  enormous  quantities,  to  furnish  a  dressing 
equal  to  an  application  of  20  tons  of  stable-manure  per  acre." 

"  If,"  continued  the  Doctor,  "  the  sewage  is  used  merely  as  water 
for  irrigating  purposes,  that  is  another  question.  The  water  itself 
may  often  be  of  great  benefit.  This  aspect  of  the  question  has  not 
received  the  attention  it  merits." 

PERUVIAN   GUANO. 

Guano  is  the  manure  of  birds  that  live  principally  on  fish. 

Fish  contain  a  high  percentage  of  nitrogen  and  phosphoric  acid, 
and  consequently  when  fish  are  digested  and  the  carbon  is  burnt 
out  of  them,  the  manure  that  is  left  contains  a  still  higher  percent- 
age of  nitrogen  and  phosphoric  acid  than  the  fish  from  which  it 
was  derived. 

Guano  is  digested  fish.  If  the  guano,  or  the  manure  from  the 
birds  living  on  fish,  has  been  preserved  witliout  loss,  it  would  con- 
tain not  only  a  far  higher  percentage  of  nitrogen,  but  the  nitrogen 
would  be  in  a  much  more  available  condition,  and  consequently 
be  more  valuable  than  the  fish  from  which  the  guano  is  made. 

The  difterence  in  the  value  of  guano  is  largely  due  to  a  difference 
in  the  climate  and  locality  in  which  it  is  deposited  by  the  birds. 
In  a  rainless  and  hot  climate,  where  the  bird-droppings  would  dry 
rapidly,  little  or  no  putrefaction  or  fermentation  Avould  take  place, 
and  there  would  be  no  loss  of  nitrogen  from  the  formation  and 
escape  of  ammonia. 

In  a  damper  climate,  or  where  there  was  more  or  less  rain,  the 
bird-droppings  would  putrefy,  and  the  ammonia  would  be  liable  to 
evaporate,  or  to  be  leached  out  by  the  rain. 

Thirty  years  ago  I  saw  a  quantity  of  Peruvian  guano  that  con- 
tained more  than  18  per  cent  of  nitrogen.  It  was  remarkably'  light 
colored.  You  know  that  the  white  ixirt  of  hen-droppings  consists 
principally  of  uric  acid,which  contains  about  33  per  cent  of  nitrogen. 

For  many  years  it  was  not  difiicult  lo  find  guano  containing  13 
per  cent  of  nitrogen,  and  genuine  Peruvian  guano  was  the  cheap- 
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est  and  best  source  of  available  nitrogen.  But  latterly,  not  only 
has  the  price  been  advanced,  but  the  quality  of  the  guauo  has  de- 
teriorated. It  has  contained  less  nitrogen  and  more  phosphoric 
acid.    See  the  Chapter  on  "  Value  of  Fertilizers,"  Page  324. 

SALTS    OF   AMMONIA    AND    NITEATE    OF    SODA. 

"  I  -wish,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  you  would  tell  us  something  about 
the '  ammonia-salts '  and  nitrate  of  soda  so  long  used  in  Lawes  and 
Gilbert's  experiments.     I  have  never  seen  any  of  them." 

"  You  could  not  invest  a  little  money  to  better  advantage  than 
to  send  for  a  few  bags  of  sulphate  of  ammonia  and  nitrate  of  soda. 
You  would  then  see  what  they  are,  and  would  learn  more  by  using 
them,  than  I  can  tell  you  in  a  month.  You  use  them  just  as  you 
would  common  salt.  As  a  rule,  the  better  plan  is  to  sow  them 
broadcast,  and  it  is  important  to  distribute  them  evenly.  In  sowing 
common  salt,  if  you  drop  a  handful  in  a  place,  it  will  kill  the 
plants.  And  so  it  is  with  nitrate  of  soda  or  sulphate  of  ammonia. 
Two  or  three  pounds  on  a  square  rod  will  do  good,  but  if  you  put 
half  of  it  on  a  square  yard,  it  will  burn  up  the  crop,  and  the  other 
half  will  be  applied  in  such  a  small  quantity  that  you  will  see  but 
little  effect,  and  will  conclude  that  it  is  a  humbug.  Judging  from 
over  thirty  years'  experience,  I  am  safe  in  saying  that  not  one  man 
in  ten  can  be  trusted  to  sow  these  manures.  They  should  be  sown 
with  as  much  care  as  you  sow  grass  or  clover-seed." 

"The  best  plan,"  said  the  Doctor,  "is  to  mix  them  wilh  sifted 
coal-ashes,  or  with  gypsum,  or  sifted  earth." 

"  Perhaps  so,"  said  I,  "  though  there  is  nothing  gained  by  mix- 
ing earth  or  ashes  with  them,  except  in  securing  a  more  even  dis- 
tribution. And  if  I  w^as  going  to  sow  them  myself,  I  would  much 
prefer  sowing  them  unmixed.  Any  man  who  can  sow  w^heat  or 
barley  can  sow  sulphate  of  ammonia  or  nitrate  of  soda." 

"  Lawes  and  Gilbert,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  used  sulphate  and  mu- 
riate of  ammonia,  and  in  one  or  two  instances  the  carbonate  of 
ammonia.    AVhicli  is  the  best  ?" 

"  The  one  that  will  furnish  ammonia  or  nitrogen  at  the  cheapest 
rate,"  said  the  Doctor,  "  is  the  best  to  use.  The  muriate  of  ammo- 
nia contains  the  most  ammonia,  but  the  sulphate,  in  proportion 
to  the  ammonia,  is  cheaper  than  the  muriate,  and  far  cheaper  than 
the  carbonate. 

Carbonate  of  ammonia  contains  21^  per  cent  of  ammonia. 

Sulphate  of  ammonia  contains  S5|  per  cent  of  ammonia=21V6 
of  nitrogen. 
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Muriate  of  ammonia  contains  31  per  cent  of  ammonia=25i  of 
nitroj^en. 

Nitrate  of  soda  contains  I6V5  per  cent  of  nitrogen. 

Nitrate  of  potash,  13f  per  cent  of  nitrogen. 

From  these  figures  you  can  ascertain,  when  you  know  the  price 
of  each,  which  is  the  cheapest  source  of  nitrogen. 

"  True,"  said  I,  "  but  it  must  be  understood  that  these  figures  re- 
present the  composition  of  a  pure  article.  The  commercial  sul- 
phate of  ammonia,  and  nitrate  of  soda,  would  usually  contain  10 
per  cent  of  impurities.  Lawes  and  Gilbert,  who  have  certainly  had 
much  experience,  and  doubtless  get  the  best  commercial  articles, 
state  that  a  mixture  of  equal  parts  sulphate  and  muriate  of  ammo- 
nia contains  about  25  per  cent  of  ammonia.  According  to  the  fig- 
ures given  by  the  Doctor,  the  mixture  would  contain,  if  pure,  over 
28  per  cent  of  ammonia.  In  other  words,  90  lbs.  of  the  pure  article 
contains  as  much  as  100  lbs.  of  the  commercial  article." 

As  to  whether  it  is  better,  when  you  Can  buy  nitrogen  at  the 
same  price  in  nitrate  of  soda  as  you  can  in  sulphate  of  ammonia, 
to  use  the  one  or  the  other  will  depend  on  cii'c-umstances.  The 
nitrogen  exists  as  nitric  acid  in  the  nitrate  of  soda,  and  as  ammo- 
nia in  the  sulphate  of  ammonia.  But  there  are  good  reasons  to 
believe  that  before  ammonia  is  used  by  the  plants  it  is  converted 
into  nitric  acid.  If,  therefore,  we  could  apply  the  nitrate  just 
where  it  is  wanted  by  the  growing  fcrop,  and  when  there  is  rain 
enough  to  thoroughly  distribute  it  through  the  soil  to  the  depth  of 
six  or  eight  inches,  there  can  be  little  doubt  that  the  nitrate,  in 
proportion  to  the  nitrogen,  would  have  a  quicker  and  better  eficct 
than  the  sulphate  of  ammonia. 

"  There  is  another  point  to  be  considered,"  said  the  Doctor. 
"  Nitric  acid  is  much  more  easily  washed  out  of  the  soil  than  am- 
monia. More  or  less  of  the  ammonia  enters  into  chemical  com- 
bination with  portions  of  the  soil,  and  may  be  retained  for  months 
or  years." 

When  we  use  nitrate  of  soda,  we  run  the  risk  of  losing  more  or 
less  of  it  from  leaching,  while  if  we  use  am.monia,  we  lose,  for  the 
time  being,  more  or  less  of  it  from  its  becoming  locked  up  in  in- 
soluble combinations  in  the  soil.  For  spring  crops,  such  as  barley 
or  oats,  or  spring  wheat,  or  for  a  meadow  or  lawn,  or  for  top- 
dressing  winter-wheat  in  the  spring,  the  nitrate  of  soda,  provided 
it  is  sown  early  enough,  or  at  any  time  in  the  spring,  just  previous 
to  a  heavy  rain,  is  likely  to  produce  a  better  effect  than  the  sulpliato 
of  ammonia.  But  for  sowing  in  the  autumn  on  winter-wheat  tho 
ammonia  is  to  be  preferred. 
14 
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"  Saltpetre,  or  nitrate  of  potash;"  said  the  Deacon,  "  does  not 
contain  as  much  nitrogen  as  nitrate  of  soda." 

"And  yet,"  said  the  Doctor,  "  if  it  could  be  purchased  at  the 
same  price,  it  would  be  the  cheaper  manure.  It  contains  46^  per 
cent  of  potash,  and  on  soils,  or  for  crops  where  potash  is  needed, 
we  may  sometimes  be  able  to  purchase  saltpetre  to  advantage." 

"  If  I  could  come  across  a  lot  of  damaged  saltpetre,"  said  I, 
"  that  could  begot  for  what  it  is  worth  as  manure,  I  should  like  to 
try  it  on  my  apple  trees — one  row  with  nitrate  of  soda,  and  one  row 
wath  nitrate  of  potash.  "When  we  apply  manure  to  apple  trees,  the 
ammonia,  phosphoric  acid,  and  potash,  are  largely  retained  in  the 
first  fev/  inches  of  surface-soil,  and  the  deeper  roots  get  hold  of 
only  those  portions  which  leach  through  the  upper  layer  of  earth. 
Nitric  acid,  however,  is  easily  washed  down  into  the  subsoil,  and 
would  soon  reach  all  the  roots  of  the  trees." 


CHAPTEE     XXXYII. 
BONE-DUST  AND  SUPERPHOSPHATE  OF  LIME. 

Bone-dust  is  often  spoken  of  as  a  phosphatic  maiiure,  and  it  has 
been  supposed  that  tlie  astonishing  effect  bone-dust  sometimes  pro- 
duces on  old  pasture-laud,  is  due  to  its  furnishing  phosphoric  acid 
to  the  soil. 

But  it  must  be  remembered  that  bone-dust  furnishes  nitrogen 
as  well  as  phosphoric  acid,  and  we  are  not  warranted  in  ascribing 
the  good  effect  of  bones  to  phosphoric  acid  alone. 

Bones  differ  considerably  in  composition.  They  consist  essen- 
tially of  gelatine  and  i^hosphaLC  of  lime.  Bones  from  young  ani- 
mals, and  the  soft  porous  parts  of  all  bones,  contain  more  gelatine 
than  the  solid  parts,  or  the  bones  from  older  animals^  On  the  aver- 
age, 1,000  lbs.  of  good  commercial  bone-dust  contains  38  lbs.  of 
nitrogen. 

On  the  old  dairy  farms  of  Cheshire,  where  bone-dust  produced 
such  marked  improvement  in  the  quantity  and  quality  of  the  pas- 
tures and  meadows,  it  was  usual  to  apply  from  4,000  to  5,000  lbs. 
per  acre,  and  often  more.    In  other  words,  a  dressing  of  bone-dust 
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frequently  contained  200  lbs.  of  nitrogen  per  acre — equal  to  20  or 
25  tons  of  barn-3'ard  manure. 

"It  has  been  supposed,"  said  the  Doctor,  "  that  owing  to  the 
removal  of  so  much  phosphoric  acid  in  the  cheese  sold  from  the 
farm,  that  the  dairy  pastures  of  Cheshire  had  been  exhausted  of 
phosphoric  acid,  and  that  the  wonderful  benefits  following  an  ap- 
plication of  bone-dust  to  these  pastures,  was  due  to  its  supplying 
phosphoric  acid." 

"I  do  not  doubt,"  said  I,  "the  value  of  phosphoric  acid  when 
applied  in  connection  with  nitrogen  to  old  pasture  lands,  but  I 
contend  that  the  experience  of  the  Cheshire  dairymen  with  bone- 
dust  is  no  positive  proof  that  their  soils  were  particularly  deficient 
in  phosphoric  acid.  There  are  many  instances  given  where  the 
gelatine  of  the  bones,  alone,  proved  of  great  value  to  the  grass. 
And  I  think  it  will  be  found  that  the  Cheshire  dairymen  do  not  find 
as  much  benefit  from  superphosphate  as  they  did  from  bone-dust. 
And  the  reason  is,  that  the  latter,  in  addition  to  the  phosphoric 
acid,  furnished  a  liberal  dressing  of  nitrogen.  Futhermore,  it  is 
not  true  that  dairying  specially  robs  the  soil  of  phosphoric  acid. 
Take  one  of  these  old  dairy  farms  in  Cheshire,  where  a  dressing  of 
bone-dust,  according  to  a  writer  in  the  Journal  of  the  Royal  Agri- 
cultural Societ}',  has  caused  '  a  miserable  covering  of  pink  grass, 
rushes,  and  a  variety  of  other  noxious  weeds,  to  give  place  to  the 
most  luxuriant  herbage  of  wild  clover,  trefoil,  and  other  succulent 
and  nutritious  grasses.'  It  is  evident  from  this  description  of  the 
pastures  before  the  bones  were  used,  that  it  would  take  at  least 
three  acres  to  keep  a  cow  for  a  year. 

"I  have  known,"  says  the  same  writer  quoted  above,  "many  a 
poor,  honest,  but  half  broken-hearted  man  raised  from  poverty  to 
comparative  independence,  and  many  a  sinking  family  saved  from 
inevitable  ruin  by  the  help  of  this  wonderful  manure."  And  this 
writer  not  only  spoke  from  observation  and  experience,  but  lie 
showed  his  faith  by  his  works,  for  he  tells  us  that  he  had  paid 
nearly  $50,000  for  this  manure. 

Now,  on  one  of  these  poor  dairy  farms,  where  it  required  3  acres 
to  keep  a  cow,  and  where  the  grass  was  of  poor  quality,  it  is  not 
probable  that  the  cows  produced  over  250  lbs.  of  cheese  in  a  3-ear. 
One  thousand  pounds  of  cheese  contains,  on  the  average,  about 
45J-  lbs.  of  nitrogen  ;  2h  lbs.  of  potash,  and  11+  lbs.  of  pliosphoric 
acid.  From  this  it  follows,  if  250  lbs.  of  cheese  are  sold  annually 
from  three  acres  of  pasture,  less  than  one  lb.  of  phosphoric  acid 
per  acre  is  exported  from  the  farm  in  the  cheese. 

One  ton  of  timothy-hay  contains  nearly  14|  lbs.  of  phosphoric 
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acid.  And  so  a  farmer  who  raises  a  ton  of  timothy-hay  per  acre, 
and  sells  it,  sends  off  as  much  phosphoric  acid  in  one  year  as  such 
a  Cheshire  dairyman  as  I  have  alluded  to  did  in  fourteen  years. 

What  the  dairymen  want,  and  what  farmers  generally  want,  is 
nitrogen  and  phosphoric  acid.  Bone-dust  furnishes  both,  and  this 
was  the  reason  of  its  wonderful  effects. 

It  does  not  follow  from  this,  that  bone-dust  is  the  cheapest  and 
best  manure  we  can  use.  It  is  an  old  and  popular  manure,  and 
usually  commands  a  good  price.  It  sells  for  all  it  is  worth.  A 
dozen  years  ago,  I  bought  ten  tons  of  bone-dust  at  $18  per  ton.  I 
have  offered  $25  per  ton  since  for  a  similar  lot,  but  the  manufac- 
turers find  a  market  in  New  York  for  all  they  can  make. 


Bone-dust,  besides  nitrogen,  contains  about  23  per  cent  of 
phosphoric  acid. 

"  That  does  not  give  me,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  any  idea  of  its 
value." 

"  Let  us  put  it  in  another  shape,  then,"  said  I.  "  One  ton  of  good 
bone-dust  contains  about  as  much  nitrogen  as  8|-  tons  of  fresh 
stable-manure,  and  as  much  phosphoric  acid  as  110  tons  of  fresh 
stable-manure.  But  one  ton  of  manure  contains  more  potash  than 
5  tons  of  bone-dust. 

Bone-dust,  like  barnyard-manure,  does  not  immediately  yield 
up  its  nitrogen  and  phosphoric  acid  to  plants.  The  bone  phosphate 
of  lime  is  insoluble  in  water,  and  but  very  slightly  soluble  in 
water  containing  carbonic  acid.  The  gelatine  of  the  bones  would 
soon  decompose  in  a  moist,  porous,  warm  soil,  provided  it  w^as 
not  protected  by  the  oil  and  by  the  hard  matter  of  the  bones. 
Steaming,  by  removing  the  oil,  removes  one  of  the  hindrances  to 
decomposition.  Reducing  the  bones  as  fine  as  possible  is  another 
means  of  increasing  their  availability. 

Another  good  method  of  increasing  the  availability  of  bone-dust 
is  to  mix  it  with  barnyard-manure,  and  let  both  ferment  together 
in  a  heap.  I  am  inclined  to  think  this  the  best,  simplest,  and 
most  economical  method  of  rendering  bone-dust  available.  The 
bone-dust  causes  the  heap  of  manure  to  ferment  more  readilj^  and 
the  fermentation  of  the  manure  softens  the  bones.  Both  the  ma- 
nure and  the  bones  are  improved  and  I'endered  richer  and  more 
available  by  the  process. 


Another  method  of  increasing  the  availability  of  bone-dust  is  by 
mixing  it  with  sulphuric  acid. 
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The  pliospliate  of  lime  in  bones  is  insoluble  in  water,  tliougb 
rain  water  containing  carbonic  acid,  and  the  water  in  soils,  slowly 
dissolve  it.  By  treating  the  bones  with  sulphuric  acid,  the  phos- 
phate of  lime  is  decomposed  and  rendered  soluble.  Consequentlyj 
bone-dust  treated  with  sulphuric  acid  will  act  much  more  rapidly 
than  ordinary  bone-dust.  The  sulphuric  acid  does  not  make  it  any 
richer  in  phosphoric  acid  or  nitrogen.  It  simply  renders  them  more 
available. 

"  And  yet,"  said  the  Doctor,  "  the  use  of  sulphuric  acid  for  '  dis- 
solving' bones,  or  rather  phosphate  of  lime,  introduced  a  new  era 
in  agriculture.  It  is  the  grand  agricultural  fact  of  the  nineteenth 
century." 

"  It  is  perhaps  not  necessary,"  said  I,  "  to  give  any  direction  for 
treating  bones  with  sulphuric  acid.  "We  have  got  beyond  that. 
We  can  now  buy  superphosphate- cheaper  than  we  can  make  it 
from  bones." 

"  But  is  it  as  good  ?  "  asked  the  Deacon. 

"  Soluble  phosphate  of  lime,"  said  I,  "  is  soluble  phosphate  of 
lime,  and  it  makes  no  difference  whether  it  is  made  from  burnt 
bones,  or  from  phosphatic  guano,  or  mineral  phosphate.  That  ques- 
tion has  been  fully  decided  by  the  most  .satisfactory  experiments." 

"Before  you  and  the  Deacon  discuss  that  subject,"  said  the  Doc- 
tor, "  it  would  be  well  to  tell  Charley  what  superphosphate  is." 

"  I  wish  you  would  tell  me,"  said  Charley. 

"  Well,"  said  the  Doctor,  "  phosphate  of  lime,  as  it  exists  in 
bones,  is  composed  of  three  atoms  of  lime  and  one  atom  of  phos- 
phoric acid.  Chemists  call  it  the  tricalcic  phosphate.  It  is  also 
called  the  basic  phosphate  of  lime,  and  not  unfrcquently  the 
'bone-earth  phosphate.'  It  is  the  ordinary  or  common  form  of 
phosphate  of  lime,  as  it  exists  in  animals,  and  plants,  and  in  the 
various  forms  of  mineral  phosphates. 

"Then  there  is  another  phosphate  of  lime,  called' the  dicalcic 
phosphate,  or  neutral  phosphate  of  lime,  or  reverted  phosphate  of 
lime.  It  is  composed  of  one  atom  of  water,  two  atoms  of  lime, 
and  one  atom  of  phosphoric  acid. 

"Then  we  have  what  we  call  superphosphate,  or  acid  phosphate 
of  lime,  or  more  properly  monocalcic  phosphate.  It  is  composed 
of  two  atoms  of  water,  one  atom  of  lime,  and  one  atom  of  phos- 
phoric acid.     This  acid  phosphate  of  lime  is  soluble  in  toaUr. 

"The  manufacture  of  superphosphate  of  lime  is  based  on  these 
facts.  The  one-lime  phospliate  is  soluble,  the  three-luwa  phospliate 
is  insoluble.  To  convert  the  latter  into  the  former,  all  wc  have 
to  do  is  to  take  away  two  atoms  of  lime. 
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*'  Sulphuric  acid  lias  a  stronger  affinity  for  lime  than  phosphoric 
acid.  And  when  you  mix  enough  sulphuric  acid  with  finely  ground 
three-lime  phosphate,  to  take  away  two  atoms  of  lime,  you  get  the 
phosphoric  acid  united  with  one  atom  of  lime  and  two  atoms  of 
■water." 

"  And  what,"  asked  the  Deacon,  "  becomes  of  the  two  atoms  of 
lime  ?  " 

"  They  unite  with  the  sulphuric  acid,"  said  the  Doctor,  "  and 
form  plaster,  gypsum,  or  sulphate  of  lime." 

"The  molecular  weight  of  water,"  continued  the  Doctor,  "is 
18  ;  of  lime,  56 ;  of  sulphuric  acid,  80 ;  of  phosphoric  acid,  142. 

"  An  average  sample  of  commercial  bone-dust,"  continued  the 
Doctor,  "  contains  about  50  per  cent  of  phosphate  of  lime.  If  we 
take  620  lbs.  of  finely-ground  bone-dust,  containing  310  lbs.  of 
three-lime  phosphate,  and  mis  with  it  160  lbs.  of  sulphuric  acid 
(say  240  Dbs.  common  oil  of  vitriol,  sp.  gr.  1.7),  the  sulphuric  acid 
will  unite  with  112  lbs.  of  lime,  and  leave  the  142  lbs.  of  phos- 
phoric acid  united  with  the  remaining  56  lbs.  of  lime." 

"And  that  will  give  you,"  said  the  Deacon,  "780  lbs.  of  'dis- 
solved bones,'  or  superphosphate  of  lime." 

"  It  will  give  you  more  than  that,"  said  the  Doctor,  "  because,  as 
I  said  before,  the  two  atoms  of  lime  (112  lbs.)  are  replaced  by  two 
atoms  (36  lbs.)  of  water.  And,  furthermore,  the  two  atoms  of 
sulphate  of  lime  produced,  contained  two  atoms  (36  lbs.)  of  water. 
The  mixture,  therefore,  contains,  even  when  perfectly  dry,  72  lbs. 
of  water." 

"  Where  does  this  water  come  from?"  asked  the  Deacon. 

"  When  I  was  at  Rothamsted,"  said  I,  "  the  superphosphate 
which  Mr.  Lawes  used  in  his  experiments  was  made  on  the  farm 
from  animal  charcoal,  or  burnt  bones,  ground  as  fine  as  possible — 
the  finer  the  better.  We  took  40  lbs.  of  the  meal,  and  mixed  it 
with  20  lbs.  of  water,  and  then  poured  on  30  lbs.  of  common  sul- 
phuric acid  (sp.  g.  1.7),  and  stirred  it  up  rapidly  and  thoroughly, 
and  then  threw  it  out  of  the  vessel  into  a  heap,  on  the  earth-floor 
in  the  barn.  Then  mixed  another  portion,  and  so  on,  until  we  had 
the  desired  quantity,  say  two  or  three  tons.  The  last  year  I  was 
at  Eothamsted,  we  mixed  40  lbs.  bone-meal,  30  lbs.  v/ater,  and  30 
lbs.  acid ;  and  we  thought  the  additional  water  enabled  us  to  mix 
the  acid  and  meal  together  easier  and  better." 

"Dr.  Habirshaw  tells  me,"  said  the  Doctor,  "that  in  making 
the  ' Rectified  Peruvian  Guano' no  water  is  necessary,  and  none 
is  used.     The  water  in  the  guano  and  in  the  acid  is  sufficient  to 
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furnish  the  two  atoms  of  water  for  llie  phosphate,  and  the  two 
atoms  for  the  sulphate  of  Ikne." 

"  Such  is  undoubtedly  the  case,"  said  I,  "  and  when  large  quan- 
tities of  superphosphate  are  made,  and  the  mixing  is  done  by  ma- 
chinery, it  is  not  necessary  to  use  water.  The  advantage  of  using 
water  is  in  the  greater  ease  of  mixing." 

"  Bone-dust,"  said  the  Doctor,  "  contains  about  G  per  cent  of 
water,  and  the  sulphuric  acid  (sp.  g.  1.7)  contains  about  one-third 
its  weight  of  water.  So  that,  if  you  take  620  lbs.  of  bone-dust, 
and  mix  with  it  240  lbs.  of  common  sulphuric  acid,  you  have  in 
the  mixture  117  lbs.  of  water,  which  is  45  lbs.  more  than  is  needed 
to  furnish  the  water  of  combination." 

"  The  superphosphate  produced  from  020  lbs.  of  bones,  there- 
fore," continued  the  Doctor,  "would  contain: 

Phosphoric  acid )  i  14^3  lbs. 

Lime >- acid  phosphate \    50    " 

Water )  I    36    " 

Sulphuric  acid )  i  160  lbs. 

Lime >- sulphate  of  lime •<  112    " 

AVater )  (    30    " 

Organic  ma,tter,  asb,  etc.,  of  the  bones'"" 335    " 

Total  dry  superphosphate b77    '• 

Moisture,  or  loss 45    " 

Total  mixture \):i:j  lbs. 

*  Containing  nitro;];cn,  SSi^  lbs. 

"There  is  a  small  quantity  of  carbonate  of  lime  in  the  bones," 
Baid  I,  "which  would  take  up  a  little  of  the  acid,  and  you  will 
liave  a  remarkably  good  article  if  you  calculate  that  the  020  lbs.  of 
bone-dust  furnish  you  half  a  ton  (1,000  lbs.)  of  superphosphate.  Ifc 
will  be  a  better  article  than  it  is  practically  possible  to  make." 

"  Assuming  that  it  made  half  a  ton,"  said  the  Doctor,  "  it  would 
contain  14|-  per  cent  of  soluble  phosphoric  acid,  and  21-  per  cent 
of  nitrogen." 

"  With  nitrogen  at  20  cents  per  lb.,  and  soluble  phosphoric 
acid  at  12^0.  per  lb.,  this  half  ton  of  superphosphate,  made  from 
G20  lbs.  of  good  bone-dust,  would  be  worth  $22.50,  or  $45  per  ton." 

"  Or,  to  look  at  it  in  another  light,"  continued  the  Doctor,  "  a 
ton  of  bone-dust,  made  into  such  a  superphosphate  as  wc  arc  talk- 
ing about,  would  be  worth  $72.58." 

"  How  much,"  asked  the  Deacon,  "  would  a  ton  (jf  tlic  bone-dust 
be  considered  worth  before  it  was  converted  into  superphosphate  ?  " 

"A  ton  of  bone-dust,"  replied  the  Doctor,  "contains  7G  lbs.  of 
nitrogen,  worth,  at  18  cents  per  lb.,  $13. G8,  and  4G4  lbs.  phosphoric 
acid,  worth  7  cents  per  lb.,  $32.48.  In  other  words,  a  ton  of  bone- 
dust,  at  the  usual  estimate,  is  worth  $4G.1G." 
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"  And,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  after  it  is  converted  into  superphos- 
phate, the  same  ton  of  bones  is  worth  $72.58.  It  thus  appears  that 
you  pay  $26.42  per  ton  for  simply  making  the  phosphoric  acid  in 
a  ton  of  bones  soluble,  Is'nt  it  paying  a  little  too  much  for  the 
whistle  ?  " 

" Possibly  such  is  the  case,"  said  I,  "and  in  point  of  fact,  I 
think  bone-dust,  especially  from  steamed  or  boiled  bones,  can  be 
used  with  more  economy  in  its  natural  state  than  in  the  form  of 
superphosphate." 

Superphosphate  can  be  made  more  economically  from  mineral 
phosphates  than  from  bones— the  nitrogen,  if  desired,  being  sup- 
plied from  fish-scrap  or  from  some  other  cheap  source  of  nitrogen. 

But  for  my  own  use  I  would  prefer  to  buy  a  good  article  of 
superphosphate  of  lime,  containing  no  nitrogen,  provided  it  can 
be  obtained  cheap  enough.  I  would  buy  the  ammoniacal,  or  nitro- 
genous manure  separately,  and  do  my  own  mixing — unless  the 
mixture  could  be  bought  at  a  less  cost  than  the  same  weight  of 
soluble  phosphoric  acid,  and  available  nitrogen  could  be  obtained 
separately. 

A  pure  superphosphate — and  by  pure  I  mean  a  superphosphate 
containing  no  nitrogen — can  be  drilled  in  with  the  seed  without 
injury,  but  I  should  be  a  little  afraid  of  drilling  in  some  of  the 
ammoniacal  or  nitrogenous  superphosphates  with  small  seeds. 

And  then,  again,  the  "nitrogen"  in  a  superphosphate  mixture 
may  be  in  the  form  of  nitric  acid,  or  sulphate  of  ammonia,  in  one 
case,  or,  in  another  case,  in  the  form  of  hair,  woollen  rags,  hide, 
or  leather.  It  is  far  more  valuable  as  nitric  acid  or  ammonia, 
because  it  will  act  quicker,  and  if  I  wanted  hair,  woollen  rags, 
horn-shavings,  etc.,  I  would  prefer  to  have  them  separate  from 
the  superphosphate. 


CIIAPTEE     XXXVIII. 
SPECIAL  MANURES. 

Twenty  five  to  thirty  years  ago,  much  was  said  in  regard  to  spe- 
cial manures.  Fertilizers  wei-e  prepared  for  the  different  crops  with 
special  reference  to  the  composition  of  the  plants. 

"But  it  was  known  then,  as  now,"  said  the  Doctor,  "  that  all 
our  agricultural  plants  were  composed  of  the  same  elements." 

"  True,  but  what  was  claimed  was  this  :  Some  crops  contain,  for 
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instance,  more  phosphoric  acid  than  other  crops,  and  for  these  a 
manure  rich  in  phosphoric  acid  was  provided.  Others  contained  a 
large  proportion  of  potash,  and  these  "were  called  '  potash  crops,' 
and  the  manure  prescribed  for  them  was  rich  in  potash.  And  so 
with  the  other  ingredients  of  plants." 

"I  recollect  it  well,"  said  the  Doctor,  "  and,  in  truth,  for  several 
years  1  had  much  faith  in  the  idea.  It  was  advocated  with  con- 
summate ability  by  the  lamented  Liebig,  and  in  fact  a  patent  was 
taken  out  by  the  Musgraves,  of  Liverpool,  for  the  manufacture  of 
Liebig's  Special  Manures,  based  on  this  theory.  But  the  manures, 
though  extensively  used  by  the  leading  farmers  of  England,  and 
endorsed  by  the  highest  authorities,  did  not  in  the  end  stand  the 
test  of  actual  farm  practice,  and  their  manufacture  was  abandoned. 
And  I  do  not*  know  of  any  experienced  agricultural  chemist  who 
now  advocates  this  doctrine  of  special  manures. 

"Dr.  Voelcker  says:  '  The  ash-analyses  of  plants  do  not  afford 
a  sufficiently  trustworthy  guide  to  the  practical  farmer  in  selecting 
the  kind  of  manure  which  is  best  applied  to  each  crop.' " 

"  Never  mind  the  authorities,"  said  the  Deacon  ;  "  what  we  want 
are  facts." 

"  Well,"  replied  the  Doctor,  "  take  the  wheat  and  turnip  crop  as 
an  illustration. 

"  We  will  suppose  that  there  is  twice  the  weight  of  wheat-straw 
as  of  grain  ;  and  that  to  10  tons  of  bulbs  there  is  3  tons  of  turnip- 
tops.    Now,  100  lbs.  each  of  the  ash  of  these  two  crops  contain : 

^V7leat  crop.  Turnip  crop. 

Phosphoric  acid 11.44  7.33 

Potash 15.44  32.75 

Sulphuric  acid 2.44  11.25 

Lime 5.09  19.28 

Magnesia 3.33  1.50 

"  There  are  other  ingredients,"  continued  the  Doctor,  "  but  these 
are  the  most  important. 

"  Now,  if  you  were  going  to  compound  a  manure  for  wheat,  say 
100  lbs.,  consisting  of  potash  and  phosphoric  acid,  what  would  be 
the  proportions  ? " 

The  Deacon  figured  for  a  few  moments,  and  then  produced  the 
following  table: 

100  LBS.    SPECIAL  MA^-UKE  TOR   V.-nEAT  AND  TURNIPS. 

Wheat  manure.    Turnip  manure. 

Phosplioric  acid 42 J  lbs.  18s-  lbs. 

Putash 57i  "  81f  " 

100    lbs.  lOTTIbs. 

"Exactly,"  i.;aid  the  Doctor,  "  and  yet  the  experiments  of  Lawea 
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and  Gilbert  clearly  prove  that  a  soil  needs  to  be  richer  in  available 
phosphoric  acid,  to  produce  even  a  fair  crop  of  turnips,  than  to 
produce  a  large  crop  of  wheat.  And  the  experience  of  farmers 
everywhere  tends  in  the  same  direction.  England  is  the  greatest 
turnip-growing  country  in  the  world,  and  you  will  find  that  where 
one  farmer  applies  potash  to  turnips,  or  superphosphate  to  wheat, 
a  hundred  farmers  use  superphosphate  as  a  sijecial  manure  for  the 
turnip  crop." 

"And  we  are  certainly  warranted  in  saying,"  continued  the  Doc- 
tor, "  that  the  composition  of  a  plant  affords,  in  practical  agriculture, ' 
and  on  ordinary  cultivated  soils,  no  sort  of  indication  as  to  the  com- 
position of  the  manure  it  is  best  to  apply  to  the  crop.^' 

"Again,"  continued  the  Doctor,  "  if  the  theory  was  a  correct  one, 
it  would  follow  that  those  crops  which  contained  the  most  nitro- 
gen, would  require  the  most  nitrogen  in  the  manure.  Beans,  peas, 
and  clover  would  require  a  soil  or  a  manure  richer  in  available  ni- 
trogen than  wheat,  barley,  or  oats.  We  know  that  the  very  reverse 
is  true — know  it  from  actual,  and  repeated,  and  long-continued  ex- 
periments like  those  of  Lawes  and  Gilbert,  and  from  the  common 
experience  of  farmers  everywhere." 

"  You  need  not  get  excited,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  the  theory  is  a 
very  plausible  one,  and  while  I  cannot  dispute  your  facts,  I  must 
confess  I  cannot  see  why  it  is  not  reasonable  to  suppose  that  a 
plant  which  contains  a  large  amount  of  nitrogen  should  not  want 
a  manure  specially  rich  in  nitrogen ;  or  why  turnips  which  contain 
so  much  potash  should  not  want  a  soil  or  manure  specially  rich  in 
potash." 

"  Do  you  recollect,"  said  I,  "  that  crop  of  turnips  I  raised  on  a 
poor  blowing-sand  ? " 

"  Yes,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  it  was  the  best  crop  of  turnips  I  ever 
saw  grow." 

"  That  crop  of  turnips,"  said  I,  "  was  due  to  a  dressing  of  super- 
phosphate of  lime,  with  little  or  no  potash  in  it." 

"I  know  all  that,"  said  the  Deacon.  "I  admit  the  fact  that 
superphosphate  is  a  good  manure  for  turnips.  "What  I  want  to 
know  is  the  reason  why  superphosphate  is  better  for  turnips  than, 
for  wheat?" 

"Many  reasons  might  be  given,"  said  the  Doctor;  "Prof. 
Vcelcker  attributes  it  to  the  limited  feeding  range  of  the  roots  of 
turnips,  as  compared  to  wheat.  '  The  roots  of  wheat,'  says  Prof. 
Voclcker,  '  as  is  well  known,  penetrate  the  soil  to  a  much  greater 
depth  than  the  more  delicate  feeding  fibres  of  the  roots  of  turnips. 
Wheat,  remaiuiug  on  the  ground  two  or  three  months  longer  than 
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turnips,  can  avail  itself  for  a  longer  period  of  the  resources  of  tLe 
soil;  therefore  in  most  cases  the  phosphoric  acid  disseminated 
through  the  soil  is  amply  sufficient  to  meet  the  requirements  of  the 
wheat  crop ;  -whilst  turnips,  depending  on  a  thinner  depth  of  soil 
during  their  shorter  period  of  growth,  cannot  assimilate  sufficient 
phosphoric  acid,  to  come  to  perfection.  This  is,  I  believe,  the 
main  reason  why  the  direct  supply  of  readily  available  phosphates 
is  so  beneficial  to  root-crops,  and  not  to  wheat." 

"This  reason,"  said  I,  "has  never  been  entirely  satisfactory  to 
me.  If  the  roots  of  the  turnip  have  such  a  limited  range,  how  are 
they  able  to  get  such  a  large  amount  of  potash? 

"  It  is  probable  that  the  turnip,  containing  such  a  large  relative 
amount  of  potash  and  so  little  phosphoric  acid,  has  roots  capable 
of  absorbmg  potash  from  a  very  weak  solution,  but  not  so  in  re- 
gard to  phosphoric  acid." 

"  There  is  another  way  of  looking  at  this  matter,"  said  the  Doc- 
tor. "  You  must  recollect  that,  if  turnips  and  wheat  were  grow- 
ing in  the  same  field,  both  plants  get  their  food  from  the  same  so- 
lution. And  instead  of  supposing  that  the  wheat-plant  has  the 
power  of  taking  up  more  phosphoric  acid  than  the  turnip-plant, 
we  may  suppose  that  the  turnip  has  the  power  of  rejecting  cr  cs- 
cluding  a  portion  of  phosphoric  acid.  It  takes  up  no  more  potash 
than  the  wheat-plant,  but  it  takes  less  phosphoric  acid." 

But  it  is  not  necessary  to  speculate  on  this  matter.  For  the 
present  wc  may  accept  the  fact,  that  the  proportion  of  potash, 
phosphoric  acid,  and  nitrogen  in  the  crop  is  no  indication  of  the 
proper  proportion  in  which  these  ingredients  should  be  applied  to 
the  soU  for  these  crops  in  manure. 

It  may  well  be  that  we  should  use  special  manures  for  special 
crops ;  but  wc  must  ascertain  what  these  manures  should  be,  not 
from  analyses  of  the  crops  to  be  grown,  but  from  experiment  and 
experience. 

So  far  as  present  facts  throw  light  on  this  subject,  we  should 
conckide  that  those  crops  which  contain  the  least  nitrogen  are  the 
most  likely  to  be  benefited  by  its  artificial  application ;  and  the 
crops  containing  the  most  phosphoric  acid,  are  the  crops  to  which, 
in  ordinary  practical  agriculture,  it  will  be  unprofitable  to  apply 
superphosphate  of  lime. 

"  That,"  said  the  Doctor,  "  maj-  be  stating  the  case  a  little  too 
strong." 

"  Perhaps  so,"  said  I,  "  but  you  must  recollect  I  am  now  speak- 
ing of  practical  agriculture.  If  I  wanted  to  raise  a  good  crop  of 
cabbage,  1  should  not  think  of  consulting   a  chemical  analysis 
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of  the  cabbage.  If  I  set  out  cabbage  on  an  acre  of  land,  wliicli, 
■without  manure,  would  produce  16  tons  of  cabbage,  does  any  one 
mean  to  tell  me  that  if  I  put  the  amount  of  nitrogen,  phosphoric 
acid  and  potash  which  10  tons  of  cabbage  contain,  on  an  adjoining 
acre,  that  it  would  produce  an  extra  growth  of  10  tons  of  cabbage. 
I  can  not  believe  it.  The  facts  are  all  the  other  'way.  Plant 
growth  is  not  such  a  simple  matter  as  the  advocates  of  this  theory, 
if  there  be  any  at  this  late  day,  would  have  us  believe." 


CHAPTEE     XXXIX. 
VALUE  OF  FERTILIZEES. 

In  1S57,  Prof.  S.  W.  Johnson,  in  his  Report  to  the  Connecticut 

Agricultural  Society,  adopted  the  following  valuation : 

Potash 4  cents  per  lb. 

Phosphoric  acid,  insoluble  in  water 4i    "      "     " 

"             "      soluble      "      "     ....12*    "      "    " 
Nitrogen 17     "      "    " 

Analyses  of  many  of  the  leading  commercial  fertilizers  at  that 
time  showed  that,  when  judged  by  this  standard,  the  price  charged 
was  far  above  their  actual  value.  In  some  cases,  manures  selling 
for  $00  per  ton,  contained  nitrogen,  phosphoric  acid,  and  potash 
worth  only  from  $30  to  $25  per  ton.  And  one  well-known  manure, 
which  sold  for  $28  per  ton,  was  found  to  be  worth  only  $2.33  per 
ton.  A  Bone  Fertilizer  selling  at  $50  per  ton,  was  worth  less  than 
$14  per  ton. 

"  In  1852,"  said  the  Doctor,  "  superphosphate  of  lime  was  manu- 
factured by  the  New  Jersey  Zinc  Co.,  and  sold  in  New  York  at 
$50  per  ton  of  2,000  lbs.  At  the  same  time,  superphosphate  of 
lime  made  from  Coprolites,  was  selling  in  England  for  $24  per  ton 
of  2,240  lbs.  The  late  Prof.  Mapes  commenced  making  "Ira- 
proved  Superphosphate  of  Lime,"  at  Newark,  N.  J.,  in  1852,  and 
Mr.  De  Burg,  the  same  year,  made  a  plain  superphosphate  of  lime 
in  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.  The  price,  in  proportion  to  value,  was  high, 
and,  in  fact,  the  same  .may  be  said  of  many  of  our  superphos- 
phate manures,  until  within  the  last  few  years. 

Notwithstanding  the  comparatively  high  price,  and  the  uncer- 
tain quality  of  these  commercial  manures,  the  demand  has  been 
steadily  on  the  increase.     We  have  now  many  honorable  and  in- 
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telligent  men  engaged  in  the  manufacture  and  sale  of  these  artifi- 
cial manures,  and  owing  to  more  definite  knowledge  on  the  part 
of  the  manufacturers  and  of  the  purchasers,  it  is  not  a  difficult 
matter  to  find  manures  well  worth  the  money  asked  for  them. 

"A  correct  analysis,"  said  I,  "furnishes  the  only  sure  lest  of 
value.  ' Testimonials'  from  farmers  and  others  are  pre-eminently 
unreliable.  With  over  thirty  years'  experience  in  the  use  of  these 
fertilizers,  I  would  place  far  more  confidence  on  a  good  and  reli- 
able analysis  than  on  any  actual  trial  I  could  make  in  the  field. 
Testimonials  to  a  patent  fertilizer  are  about  as  reliable  as  testimo- 
nials to  a  patent-medicine.  In  buying  a  manure,  we  want  to  know 
what  it  contains,  and  the  condition  of  the  constituents." 

In  1877,  Prof.  S.  W.  Johnson  gives  the  following  figures,  show- 
ing "  the  trade-values,  or  cost  in  market,  per  pound,  of  the  ordi- 
nary occurring  forms  of  nitrogen,  phosphoric  acid,  and  potash,  as 
recently  found  in  the  New  York  and  New  England  markets : 

Ce:ifs  per  pour.  d. 

Nitrogen  in  ammonia  and  nitrates 2-1 

"        in  Peruvian  Gnano,  fine  steamed  bone,  dried  and 

fine  ground  blood,  meat,  and  fish 20 

"        in  fine  ground  bone,  horn,  and  wool-dust 18 

"        in  coarse  bone,  horn-shayings,  and  fish-scrap 15 

Phosphoric  acid  soluble  in  -water 12s 

"  "     "  reverted,"  and  in  Peruvian  Guano 9 

"  "    insoluble,  in  fine  bone  and  fish  <ruano 7 

"  "  "  in   coarse    bone,    bone-ash,   and 

bone-black 5 

"  "  "  in  fine  ground  rock  phosphate. ..     Si 

Potash  in  high-grade  sulphate 9 

"      in  kainit,  as  sulphate 7h 

"      in  muriate,  or  potassium  chloride G 

"  These  '  estimated  values,'  "  says  Prof.  Johnson,  "  are  not  fixed, 
but  vary  with  the  state  of  the  market,  and  arc  from  time  to  time 
subject  to  revision.  They  arc  not  exact  to  the  cent  or  its  fractions, 
because  the  same  article  sells  cheaper  at  commercial  or  manufac- 
turing centers  than  in  country  towns,  cheaper  in  large  lots  than  iu 
small,  cheaper  for  cash  than  on  time.  These  values  are  high 
enough  to  do  no  injustice  to  the  dealer,  and  accurate  enough  to 
serve  the  object  of  the  consumer. 

"By  multiplying  the  per  cent  of  Nitrogen,  etc.,  by  the  trade- 
value  per  pound,  and  then  by  20,  we  get  the  value  per  ton  of  the 
several  ingredients,  and  adding  the  latter  together,  we  obtain  the 
total  estimated  value  per  ton. 

"The  uses  of  the  '  Valuation '  are,  1st,  to  show  whether  a  given 
lot  or  brand  of  ferlilizer  is  worth  as  a  commodity  of  trade  what  it 
costs.     If  the  selling  price  is  no  higher  than  the  estimated  value, 
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the  purchaser  may  be  quite  sure  that  the  price  is  reasonable.  If 
the  selling  price  is  but  $2  to  $3  per  tou  more  than  the  estimated 
value,  it  may  still  be  a  fair  price,  but  if  the  cost  per  ton  is  $5  or 
more  over  the  estimated  value,  it  would  be  well  to  look  further. 
2d,  Comparisons  of  the  estimated  values,  and  selling  prices  of  a 
number  of  fertilizers  will  generally  indicate  fairly  which  is  the 
best  for  the  money.  But  the  '  estimated  value '  is  not  to  be  too 
literally  construed,  for  analysis  cannot  always  decide  accurately 
what  is  the  form  of  nitrogen,  etc.,  while  the  mechanical  condition 
of  a  fertilizer  is  an  item  whose  influence  cannot  always  be  rightly 
expressed  or  appreciated. 

"  The  Agricultural  value  of  a  fertilizer  is  measured  by  the  benefit 
received  from  its  use,  and  depends  upon  its  fertilizing  effect,  or 
crop-producing  power.  As  a  broad  general  rule  it  is  true  that 
Peruvian  guano,  superphosphates,  fish-scraps,  dried  blood,  potash 
salts,  plaster,  etc.,  have  a  high  agricultural  value  which  is  related 
to  their  trade-value,  and  to  a  degree  determines  the  latter  value. 
But  the  rule  has  many  exceptions,  and  in  particular  instances  the 
trade-value  cannot  always  be  expected  to  fix  or  even  to  indicate 
tlie  agricultural  value.  Fertilizing  effect  depends  largely  upon  soil, 
crop,  and  weather,  and  as  these  vary  from  place  to  place,  and  from 
3^ear  to  year,  it  cannot  be  foretold  or  estimated  except  by  the 
results  of  past  experience,  and  then  only  in  a  general  and  probable 
manner." 

"It  will  be  seen,"  said  the  Doctor,  "  that  Prof.  Johnson  places 
a  higher  value  on  potash  now  than  he  did  20  years  ago.  He  re- 
tains the  same  figures  for  soluble  phosphoric  acid,  and  makes  a  very 
just  and  proper  discrimination  between  the  different  values  of  dif- 
ferent forms  of  nitrogen  and  phosphoric  acid." 

"The  prices,"  said  I,  "are  full  as  high  as  farmers  can  afford  to 
pay.  But  there  is  not  much  probability  that  we  shall  see  them 
permanently  reduced.  The  tendency  is  in  the  other  direction.  In 
a  public  address  Mr.  J.  B.  Lawcs  has  recently  remarked:  'A 
future  generation  of  British  farmers  will  doubtless  hear  with  some 
surprise  that,  at  the  close  of  the  manure  season  of  1876,  there  were 
40,000  tons  of  nitrate  of  soda  in  our  docks,  which  could  not  find 
purchasers,  although  the  price  did  not  exceed  £12  or  £13  per  ton.' " 

"He  evidently  thinks,"  said  the  Doctor,  "  that  available  nitro- 
gen is  cheaper  now  than  it  will  be  in  years  to  come." 

" Nitrate  of  soda,"  said  I,  "at  the  prices  named,  is  only  2^-  to  2i- 
cents  per  lb.,  and  the  nitrogen  it  contains  would  cost  less  than  18 
cents  per  lb.,  instead  of  24  cents,  as  given  by  Prof.  Johnson." 

"No.  1  Peruvian  Guuno,  'guaranteed,'  is  now  sold,"  said  the 
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Doctor,  "  at  a  price  per  ton,  to  be  determined  by  its  composition, 
at  the  following  rates  : 

Value  per  pound. 

Nitro,o;en  (ammonia,  17ic. ) 31vc. 

Soluble  phosphoric  acid 10  c. 

Reverted        "  "    8  c. 

Insoluble        "  "    3  c. 

Potash,  as  sulphate  and  phosphate Tsc. 

"The  first  cargo  of  Peruvian  guano,  sold  under  this  guarantee, 
contained : 

Value  per  ton. 

Ammonia 6.8  per  cent $23.80 

Soluble  phosphoric  acid..  3.8    "      "   7.60 

Reverted        "  "    ..11.5    "      "   18.40 

Insoluble       "  "    ..  3.0    "      "  1.20 

Potash 3.7    "      " 5.55 

Estimated  retail  price  per  ton  of  2,000  lbs $56.55 

Marked  on  bags  for  sale $56.00 

The  second  cargo,  sold  under  this  guarantee,  contained  : 

Vahie  per  ton. 

Ammonia 11.5  per  cent $40.50 

Soluble  phosphoric  acid..  .5.4    "      "    10.80 

Reverted        "  "    ..10.0    "      "   16.00 

Insoluble       "  "    ..  1.7    "      "   68 

Potash 2.3    "      " 3.45 

$71.43 
Selling  price  marked  ou  bags $70.00 

"It  is  interesting,"  said  I,  "  to  compare  these  analyses  of  Peru- 
vian guano  of  to-day,  vrith  Peruvian  guano  brought  to  England 
twenty-nine  or  thirty  years  ago.  I  saw  at  Rothamsted  thirty  years 
ago  a  bag  of  guano  that  contained  22  per  cent  of  ammonia.  And 
farmers  could  then  buy  guano  guaranteed  by  the  dealers  (not  by 
the  agents  of  the  Peruvian  Government),  to  contain  16  per  cent  of 
ammonia,  and  10  per  cent  of  phosphoric  acid.  Price,  £9  5s.  per 
ton  of  3,240  lbs.— say  $40  per  ton  of  2,000  lbs. 

The  average  composition  of  thirty-two  cargoes  of  guano  im- 
ported into  England  in  1849  was  as  follows : 

Ammonia 17.41  per  cent. 

Phosphoric  .acid !).75    "       '" 

Alkaline  salts 8.75   "      " 

At  the  present  valuation,  adopted  by  the  Agents  of  the  Peruvian 
guano  in  New  York,  and  estimating  that  5  per  cent  of  the  phos- 
phoric acid  was  soluble,  and  4  per  cent  reverted,  and  that  there 
was  2  lbs.  of  potash  ia  the  alkaline  salts,  this  guano  would  be 
worth : 
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Vahie  per  ton  of  3,000  lbs. 

Aminonia 17.41  percent 860.93 

Soluble  phosphoric  acid..  5.00     "      "   10.00 

Reverted        "  "    ..  4.00     "      "   6.40 

Insoluble       "  "    ..      15    "      "  30 

Potash 2.00    "      "  . . . .  ■ .     3.00 

§80.03 
Selling  price  per  ton  of  2,000  lbs $40.00 

Ichaboe  guano,  which  was  largely  imported  mto  England  in 
1844-5,  and  used  extensively  as  a  manure  for  turnips,  contained, 
on  the  average,  7-i  per  cent  of  ammonia,  and  14  per  cent  of  phos- 
phoric acid.  Its  value  at  the  present  rates  we  may  estimate  as 
follows : 

Ammonia,  7^  per  cent §26.25 

Soluble  Phosphoric  acid,  4  per  cent 8.00 

Reverted        "  "    10        " 16.00 

$50.25 
Selling  price  per  ton  of  2,000  lbs §21.80 

The  potash  is  not  given,  or  this  would  probably  add  four  or  five 
dollars  to  its  estimated  value. 

"  All  of  which  goes  to  show,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  that  the  Peru- 
vian Government  is  asking,  in  proportion  to  value,  from  two  to 
two  and  a  half  times  as  much  for  guano  as  was  charged  twenty- 
five  or  thirty  years  ago.  That  first  cargo  of  guano,  sold  in  New 
York  under  the  new  guarantee,  in  1877,  for  $56  per  ton,  is  worth 
no  more  than  the  Ichaboe  guano  sold  in  England  in  1845,  for  less 
than  $23  per  ton  ! 

"  And  furthermore,"  continued  the  Deacon,  "  from  all  that  I  can 
learn,  the  guano  of  the  present  day  is  not  only  far  poorer  in  nitro- 
gen than  it  was  formerly,  but  the  nitrogen  is  not  as  soluble,  and 
consequently  not  so  valuable,  pound  for  pound.  Much  of  the 
guano  of  the  present  day  bears  about  the  same  relation  to  genuine 
old-fashioned  guano,  as  leached  ashes  do  to  unleached,  or  as  a  ton 
of  manure  that  has  been  leached  in  the  barn-yard  does  to  a  ton 
that  has  been  kept  under  cover." 

"True,  to  a  certain  extent,"  said  the  Doctor,  "but  you  must 
recollect  that  this  '  guaranteed '  guano  is  now  sold  by  analj-sis. 
You  pay  for  what  you  get  and  no  more." 

"  Exactly,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  but  what  you  get  is  not  so  good. 
A  pound  of  nitrogen  in  the  leached  guano  is  not  as  available  or  as 
valuable  as  a  pound  of  nitrogen  in  the  unleached  guano.  An  this 
fact  ought  to  be  understood." 

"One  thing,"  said  I,  "seems  clear.  The  Peruvian  Government 
is  charging  a  considerably  higher  price  for  guano,  in  proportion 
to  its  actual  value,  than  was  charged  20  or  25  years  ago.    It  may 
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be,  that  the  guano  is  still  the  cheapest  manure  in  the  market,  but 
at  any  rate  the  price  is  higher  than  formerly — while  there  has  been 
no  corresponding  advance  in  the  price  of  produce  in  the  markets 
of  the  world." 

POTASH    AS    A    MANURE. 

On  land  where  fish,  fish-scrap,  or  guano,  has  been  used  freely 
for  some  years,  and  the  crops  exported  from  the  farm,  we  may  ex- 
pect a  relative  deficiency  of  potash  in  the  soil.  In  such  a  case,  an 
application  of  unleached  ashes  or  potash-salts  will  be  likely  to 
produce  a  decided  benefit. 

Clay  or  loamy  land  is  usually  richer  in  potash  than  soils  of  a 
more  sandy  or  gravelly  character.  And  on  poor  sandy  land,  the 
use  of  fish  or  of  guano,  if  the  crops  are  all  sold,  will  be  soon  likely 
to  prove  of  little  benefit  owing  to  a  deficiency  of  potash  in  the  soil. 
They  may  produce  good  crops  for  a  few  years,  but  the  larger  the 
crops  produced  and  sold,  the  more  would  the  soil  become  deficient 
in  potash. 

We  have  given  the  particulars  of  Lawes  and  Gilbert's  experi- 
ments on  barley.  Mr.  Lawcs  at  a  late  meeting  in  Loudon,  stated 
that  "he  had  grown  25  crops  of  barley  one  after  the  other  with 
nitrogen,  either  as  ammonia  or  nitrate  of  soda,  but  without 
potash,  and  that  by  the  use  of  potash  they  had  produced  practically 
no  better  result.  This  year  (1877),  for  the  first  time,  the  potash 
had  failed  a  little,  and  they  had  now  produced  10  or  12  bushels 
more  per  acre  with  potash  than  without,  showing  that  they  were 
coming  to  the  end  of  the  available  potash  in  the  soil.  This  j-ear 
(1877),  they  obtained  54  bushels  of  barley  with  potash,  and  42 
bushels  without  it.  Of  course,  this  was  to  be  expected,  and  they 
had  expected  it  much  sooner.  The  same  with  wheat ;  he  expected 
the  end  would  come  in  a  few  years,  but  they  had  now  gone  on  be- 
tween 30  and  40  years.  When  the  end  came  they  would  not  be 
sorry,  because  then  they  would  have  the  knowledge  they  were 
seeking  for." 

Dr.  Vo3lcker,  at  the  same  meeting  remarked  :  "  Many  soils  con- 
tained from  li  to  2  per  cent  of  available  potash,  and  a  still  larger 
quantity  locked  up,  in  the  shape  of  minerals,  which  only  gradually 
came  into  play ;  but  the  quantity  of  potash  carried  off  in  crops 
did  not  exceed  2  cwt.  per  acre,  if  so  much.  Now  0.1  per  cent  of 
any  constituent,  calculated  on  a  depth  of  six  inches,  was  equiva- 
lent to  one  ton  per  acre.  Therefore,  if  a  soil  contained  onl}' 0.1 
per  cent  of  potash,  a  ton  of  potash  might  be  carried  off  from  a 
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depth  of  6  inches.  But  you  had  not  only  0.1  per  cent,  but  some- 
thing like  li  per  cent  and  upwards  in  many  soils.  It  is  quite  true 
there  were  many  soils  from  which  you  could  not  continuously 
take  crops  without  restoring  the  potash." 

"  In  all  of  which,"  said  the  Doctor,  "  there  is  nothing  new.  It 
does  not  help  us  to  determine  whether  potash  is  or  is  not  deficient 
in  our  soil." 

"  That,"  said  I,  "  can  be  ascertained  only  by  actual  experiment. 
Put  a  little  hen-manure  on  a  row  of  com,  and  on  another  row  a 
little  hen-manure  and  ashes,  and  on  another  row,  ashes  alone,  and 
leave  one  row  without  anything.  On  my  farm  I  am  satisfied  that 
we  need  not  buy  potash-salts  for  manure.  I  do  not  say  they  would 
do  no  good,  for  they  may  do  good  on  land  not  deficient  in  availa- 
ble potash,  just  as  lime  will  do  good  on  land  containing  large 
quantities  of  lime.  But  potash  is  not  what  my  land  needs  to  make 
it  produce  maximum  crops.  It  needs  available  nitrogen,  and 
possibly  soluble  phosphoric  acid." 

The  system  of  farming  adopted  in  this  section,  is  much  more 
likely  to  impoverish  the  soil  of  nitrogen  and  phosphoric  acid  than 
of  potash. 

If  a  soil  is  deficient  in  potash,  the  crop  which  will  first  indicate 
the  deficiency,  will  probably  be  clover,  or  beans.  Farmers  who  can 
grow  large  crops  of  red-clover,  need  not  buy  potash  for  manure. 

On  farms  where  grain  is  largely  raised  and  sold,  and  where  the 
straw,  and  corn-stalks,  and  hay,  and  the  hay  from  clover-seed  are 
retained  on  the  farm,  and  this  strawy  manure  returned  to  the  land, 
the  soil  will  become  poor  from  the  lack  of  nitrogen  and  phos- 
phoric acid  long  before  there  would  be  any  need  of  an  artificial 
supply  of  potash. 

On  the  other  hand,  if  farmers  should  use  fish,  or  guano,  or 
superphosphate,  or  nitrate  of  soda,  and  sell  all  the  hay,  and  straw, 
and  potatoes,  and  root-crops,  they  could  raise,  many  of  our  sandy 
soils  would  soon  become  poor  in  available  potash.  But  even  in 
this  case  the  clover  and  beans  would  show  the  deficiency  sooner 
than  wheat  or  even  potatoes. 

"  And  yet  we  are  told,"  said  the  Deacon, "  that  potatoes  contain 
no  end  of  potash." 

"And  the  same  is  true,"  said  I,  "of  root-crops,  such  as  mangel- 
wurzel,  turnips,  etc.,  but  the  fact  has  no  other  significance  than 
this:  If  you  grow  potatoes  for  many  years  on  the  same  land  and 
manure  them  with  nitrogenous  manures,  the  soil  is  likely  to  be 
speedily  impoverished  of  potash." 

"  "  But  suppose,"  said  the  Deacon,  "  that  you  grow  potatoes  on  tho 
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same  land  -u-ithout  manure  of  any  kind,  would  not  the  soil  become 
equallj'  poor  in  potash  ?" 

"  No,"  said  I,  "  because  you  would,  in  such  a  case,  get  very 
small  crops — small,  not  from  lack  of  potash,  but  from  lack  of  nitro- 
gen. If  I  had  land  which  had  grown  corn,  potatoes,  wheat,  oats, 
and  hay,  for  many  years  without  manure,  or  an  occasional  dress- 
ing of  our  common  barnyard-manure,  and  wanted  it  to  produce  a 
good  crop  of  potatoes,  I  should  not  expect  to  get  it  by  simply 
applying  potash.  The  soil  might  be  poor  in  potash,  but  it  is 
almost  certain  to  be  still  poorer  in  nitrogen  and  phosphoric  acid. ' 

Land  that  has  been  manured  with  farmyard  or  stable-manure 
for  years,  no  matter  liow  it  has  been  cropped,  is  not  likely  to  need 
potash.  The  manure  is  richer  in  potash  than  in  nitrogen  and 
phosphoric  acid.     And  the  same  may  be  said  of  the  soil. 

If  a  farmer  uses  nitrogenous  and  phosphatic  manures  on  his 
clayey  or  loamy  land  that  is  usually  relatively  rich  in  potash,  and 
will  apply  his  common  manure  to  the  sandy  parts  of  the  farm,  he 
wUl  rarely  need  to  purchase  manures  containing  potash. 
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LETTER  FROM  EDWARD  JESSOP,  TORK,  PA. 

York,  Pa.,  March  16, 1876. 
Joseph  Harris,  Esq.,  Moreton  Farm,  Rochester,  N.  Y.  : 

Dear  Sir — Tour  favor  of  the  22d  of  last  month  came  safely  to  hand, 
and  I  am  truly  obliged  to  you  for  the  reply  to  my  question. — Tou  ask, 
can  I  help  you  with  facts  or  suggestions,  on  the  subject  of  manure  ?  I 
fear  not  much ;  but  it  may  be  useful  to  you  to  know  what  others  need 
to  know.  I  will  look  forward  to  the  advent  of  "Talks  on  Manures" 
with  much  interest,  hoping  to  get  new  light  on  a  subject  second  to  none 
in  importance  to  the  farmer. 

I  have  done  a  little  at  composting  for  some  years,  and  am  now  having 
a  pile  of  about  forty  cords,  made  up  of  stable-manure  and  earth  taken 
from  the  wash  of  higher  lands,  turned  and  fined.  The  labor  of  digging 
and  hauling  the  earth,  composting  in  thin  layers  with  manure,  turning, 
and  fining,  is  so  great,  I  doubt  whether  it  pays  for  most  farm  crops — 
this  to  be  used  for  mangel-wurzel  and  market-garden. 

The  usual  plan  in  this  county  is  to  keep  the  stable  manure  made  dur- 
ing winter,  and  the  accumulation  of  the  summer  in  the  barn-yai'd,  where 
it  is  soaked  by  rain,  and  trampled  fine  by  cattle,  and  in  August  and  Sep- 
tember is  hauled  upon  ground  to  be  seeded  with  wheat  and  grass-seeds. 
I  do  not  think  there  is  much  piling  and  turning  done. 

My  own  conclusions,  not  based  on  accurate  experiments,  however, 
are,  that  the  best  manure  I  have  ever  applied  was  prepared  in  a  covered 
pit  on  which  cattle  were  allowed  to  run,  and  so  kept  well  tramped — 
some  drainage  into  a  well,  secured  by  pouring  water  upon  it,  when 
necessary,  and  the  drainage  pumped  and  distributed  over  the  surface,  at 
short  intervals,  particularly  the  parts  not  well  tramped,  and  allowed  to 
remain  until  it  became  a  homogeneous  mass,  which  it  will  do  without 
having  undergone  so  active  a  fermentation  as  to  have  thrown  off  a  con- 
siderable amount  of  gas. 

The  next  best,  composting  it  with  earth,  as  above  described,  piled 
about  five  or  six  feet  high,  turned  as  often  as  convenient,  and  kept  moist 
enough  to  secure  fermentation. 

Or,  to  throw  all  the  manure  as  made  into  a  covered  pit,  until  it  is 
thoroughly  mixed  and  made  fine,  by  allowing  hogs  to  run  upon  it  and 
root  at  will ;  and  when  prepared  for  even  spreading,  apply  it  as  a  top- 
dressing  on  grass-land — at  any  convenient  time. 

As  to  how  many  loads  of  fresh  manure  it  takes  to  make  one  of  well- 
rotted  manure,  it  may  be  answered  approximately,  three  to  one,  but  that 
would  depend  a  good  deal  on  the  manner  of  doing  it,  and  the  amount 
of  rough  material  in  it.  If  well  trodden  by  cattle  under  cover,  and  suf- 
ficient drainage  poured  over  it,  to  prevent  any  violent  fermentation,  the 
332 
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loss  of  weight,  I  think,  ivould  not  be  very  great,  nor  the  bulk  lessened 
over  one-half. 

Many  years  ap;o  an  old  and  successful  farmer  said  to  me,  "  if  you  want 
to  get  the  full  benefit  of  manure,  spread  it  as  a  top-dressing  on  some 
growing  crop,''''  and  all  my  experience  and  observation  since  tend  to  con- 
firm the  correctness  of  his  advice. 

While  on  this  subject,  allow  me  to  protest  against  the  practice  of 
naming  the  quantity  of  manure  applied  to  a  given  space,  as  so  many 
loads,  as  altogether  too  indefinite.  The  bushel  or  cord  is  a  definite  quan- 
tity, which  all  can  understand. 

The  average  price  of  good  livery  stable  horse-manui-e  at  this  place  has  I 
been  for  several  years  four  dollars  a  cord. 

With  two  and  a  half  miles  to  haul,  I  am  trying  whether  keeping  a  flock 
of  50  breeding  ewes,  and  feeding  liberally  with  wheat  bran,  in  addition 
to  hay  and  pasture,  will  not  produce  the  needed  manure  more  cheaply. 
Respectfully  yours,  Edward  Jessop. 

P.  S.—Yow  ask  for  the  average  weight  of  a  cord  of  manure,  such  as  we 
pay  four  dollars  for. 

1  had  a  cord  of  horse-stable  manure  from  a  livery  stable  in  York  which 
had  been  all  the  time  under  cover,  with  several  pigs  mnning  upon  it, 
and  was  moist,  without  any  excess  of  wet,  loaded  into  a  wagon-box 
holding  an  entire  cord,  or  123  cubic  feet,  tramped  by  the  wagoner  three 
times  while  loading. 

The  wagon  was  weighed  at  our  hay-scales  before  loading,  and  then  the 
wagon  and  load  together,  with  a  net  result  for  the  manure  of  4,-100  lbs. 
I  considered  this  manure  rather  better  than  the  average.  I  had  another 
load,  from  a  different  place,  which  weighed  over  5,000  lbs.,  but  on  ex- 
amination it  was  found  to  contain  a  good  deal  of  coal  ashes.  We  never 
'buy  by  the  ton.  Harrison  Bros.  &  Co.,  Slanufacturing  Chemists,  Phila- 
delpliia,  rate  bai-nyard-manure  as  worth  85.77  per  ton,  and  say  tUat  would 
be  about  ?7.21  per  cord,  which  would  be  less  than  Ih  tons  to  the  cord. 
If  thrown  in  loosely,  and  it  happened  to  be  vei-y  dry,  that  might  be  pos- 
sible. 

Waring,  in  his  "  Handy  Book  of  Husbandry,"  page  201,  says,  ho  caused 
a  cord  of  well-trodden  livery  stable  manure  containing  the  usual  pro- 
portion of  straw,  to  be  carefully  weighed,  and  that  the  cord  weighed 
7,080  lbs. 

The  load  1  had  weighed,  weighing  4,400  lbs.,  was  considered  by  the 
wagoner  and  by  myself  as  a  fair  sample  of  good  manure.  In  view  of 
these  wide  diCCcrences,  further  trials  would  be  desirable.  Dana,  in  his 
"Muck  Manual,"  says  a  cord  of  green  cow-dung,  pure,  as  dropped, 
weighs  9,289  lbs. 

Farmers  here  seldom  draw  manure  with  less  than  three,  more  generally 
with  four  horses  or  mules ;  loading  is  done  by  the  purchaser.  From  the 
barn-yard,  put  on  loose  boards,  from  40  to  GO  bushels  are  about  an  aver- 
age load. 

In  hauling  from  town  to  a  distance  of  three  to  five  miles,  farmers  gen- 
erally make  two  loads  of  a  cord  each,  a  day's  work.    From  the  barn-yard, 
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a  very  variable  number,  per  day.  In  my  own  case,  two  men  with  three 
horses  have  been  hauling  six  and  seven  loads  of  sixty  busliels,  fine  com- 
post, a  distance  of  from  one-half  to  three-fourths  of  a  mile,  up  a  long 
and  rather  steep  hill,  and  spreading  from  the  wagon,  as  hauled,  upon 
grass-sod. 

Our  larger  farmers  often  have  one  driver  and  his  team,  two  wagons, 
one  loading,  while  the  other  is  drawn  to  the  field  ;  the  driver  slips  off 
one  of  the  side-boards,  and  with  his  dung-hook  draws  off  piles  at  nearly 
equal  distances,  to  be  spread  as  convenient.  Edwaed  Jessop. 

LETTER  FKOM  DB.    E.    L.    STUKTEVANT,    SOUTH  FBAMINGHAM,    MASS. 

South  Framingham,  Mass.,  April  3,  137G. 
Friend  Harris— Manure  about  Boston  is  sold  in  various  ways.  First, 
according  to  the  number  of  animals  kept;  price  varying  so  much,  that  I 
do  not  venture  to  name  the  figures.  By  the  cord,  to  be  trodden  over 
while  loading ;  never  by  weight,  so  far  as  I  can  learn — price  from  0  to 
$12.00  per  cord,  according  to  season,  and  various  accidental  circum- 
stances. During  the  past  winter,  manure  has  been  given  away  in  Boston. 
Handling,  hauling  to  the  railroad,  and  freight  costing  $4  per  cord  for 
carrying  30  miles  out.  Market-gardeners  usually  haul  manure  as  a  re- 
turn freight  on  their  journeys  to  and  from  market.  About  South  Fra- 
mingham,  price  stiff  at  $8  a  cord  in  the  cellar,  and  this  may  be  considered 
the  ruling  suburban  price.    Very  friendly  yours, 

E.  Lewis  Sturtevant. 

LETTER  FROM  M.    C.    WELD. 

New  York,  Nov.  9,  1S76. 
Mt  Dear  Harris — I  don't  know  what  I  can  write  about  manures, 
that  would  be  of  use.  I  have  strong  faith  in  humus,  in  ashes,  leached 
and  uiilcached,  in  lime,  gas-lime,  plaster,  bones,  ammonia  ready  formed, 
nitrates  ready  formed,  not  much  in  meat  and  blood,  unless  they  are 
cJieap.  Nevertheless,  they  often  are  cheap,  and  produce  splendid  effects. 
I  believe  in  sulphuric  acid,  with  organic  nitrogenous  manures  ;  the  com- 
posting of  meat,  blood,  hair,  etc.,  with  peat  and  muck,  and  wetting  it 
down  with  dilute  sulphuric  acid.  I  believe  in  green-manuring,  heartily, 
and  in  tillage,  tillage,  tillage.  Little  faith  in  superphosphates  and  com- 
pounded manures,  at  selling  prices.  Habirshaw's  guano  is  good  enough. 
So  much  for  my  creed.     Truly  yours,  M.  C.  Weld. 

letter  FROM  peter  HENDERSON. 

New  York,  Oct.  26,  1876. 
Ilr.  JosepJi  Harris: 

Dear  Sir— If  you  will  refer  to  my  work  "  Gardening  for  Profit,"  New 
Edition,  page  34,  you  will  get  about  all  the  information  1  possess  on 
Manures,  except  that  I  do  not  say  anything  about  price.  In  a  general 
way  it  might  be  safe  to  advise  that  whenever  a  ton  (it  is  always  best  to 
speak  of  manures  by  weight)  of  either  cow,  horse,  hog,  or  other  stable- 
manure  can  be  laid  on  the  ground  for  S3,  it  is  cheaper  than  commercial 
fertilizers  of  any  kind  at  their  uaual  market  rates.     This  83  per  ton,  I 


APPENDIX.  335 

think,  would  be  about  the  average  cost  in  New  York,  Boston,  or  Phila- 
delphia. We  never  haul  it  on  the  ground  until  we  are  ready  to  plow  it 
in.  If  it  has  to  be  taken  from  the  hog  or  cattle  yards,  we  draw  it  out  into 
large  heaps,  convenient  to  where  it  is  to  be  put  on  the  land,  turning  it, 
to  keep  it  from  burning  or  "fire-fanging,"  if  necessary.  None  of  our 
farmers  or  market-gardeners  here  keep  it  under  cover.  The  expense  of 
such  covering  and  the  greater  difficulties  in  getting  at  it,  for  the  immense 
quantities  we  use,  would  be  greater  than  the  benefits  to  be  derived  from 
keeping  it  under  cover— benefits,  in  fact,  which,  I  think,  may  be  greatly 
overrated.     Very  truly  yours,  Peter  Henderson. 

LETTER    FROM    J.    M.   B.    ANDERSON,   ED.    "  CAi^ADA    FARMER,"    TORONTO. 

"Canada  Farmer"  Office,  Toronto,  March  2D,  1S7G. 
J.  Harris,  Esq. : 

Dear  Sir— Tours  of  the  25th  Inst,  is  to  hand,  and  I  shall  he  most 
happy  to  render  you  any  assistance  in  my  power.  The  work  you  under- 
take is  in  able  hands,  and  I  have  every  confidence  that,  when  completed, 
it  will  form  an  invaluable  acquisition  to  the  agricultural  literature  of  the 
day. 

Manure  in  this  city  is  usually  sold  by  the  two-horse  load — about  1^ 
tons — at  the  rate  of  81  per  load,  or  63  cents  per  ton.  The  load  contains 
just  about  a  cord  of  manure,  consequently  a  cord  will  weigh  about  Is  tons. 

With  reference  to  the  general  management  of  manure  in  Canada,  I  may 
Bay  that  the  system  followed  differs  in  no  material  respect  from  that  of 
New  York  and  the  other  Eastern  States.  It  is  usually  kept  over  winter 
in  the  open  barnyard  (rarely  under  cover,  I  am  sorry  to  say),  laid  out  on 
the  laud  about  the  time  of  disappearance  of  last  snow,  and  plowed  in. 
In  some  cases  it  is  not  carted  out  until  the  land  is  ready  for  immediate 
plowing.  With  some  of  our  more  advanced  farmers,  the  system  has 
lately  been  adopted  of  keeping  manure  under  cover  .and  sprinkUng  it 
thoroughly  at  intervals  with  plaster  and  other  substances.  Tanks  arc 
also  becoming  more  common  than  formerly,  for  the  preservation  of  liq- 
uid manure,  which  is  usually  applied  by  means  of  large,  perforated  hogs- 
heads, after  the  manner  of  street-watering. 

You  ask,  how  the  manure  is  managed  at  Bow  Park,  Brantford.  That 
made  during  fall  and  winter  is  carefully  kept  in  as  small  bulk  as  possible, 
to  prevent  exposure  to  the  weather.  In  Febraary  and  March  it  is  drawn 
out  and  put  in  heaps  8  feet  square,  and  well  packed,  to  prevent  the  cs- 
Bcape  of  ammonia.  In  spring,  as  soon  as  practicable,  it  is  spread,  and 
plowed  under  immediately.  Manure  made  in  spring  and  summer  is 
spread  on  the  field  at  once,  and  plowed  under  with  a  good,  deep  furrow 

Very  truly  yours,  J.  M.  B.  Anderson,  Ed.  Canada  Farmer. 

MANURE  STATISTICS  OF  LONG  ISLAND. 

THE  MANURE   TRADE    OF  LONO    ISLAND— LETTER    FROM    J.  H.  RUSHMORE. 

Old  Westburt,  Long  Island,  April  0,  1876. 
Joseph  Harris,  Esq.  : 

Dear  Sir — The  great  number  of  dealers  in  manure  in  New  York  pre- 
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eludes  accuracy,  yet  Mr.  Skidmore  (who  has  been  testiiying  volumi- 
nously before  the  New  York  Board  of  Health  in  relation  to  manure  and 
street  dirt),  assures  me  that  the  accompanying  figures  are  nearly  correct. 
I  enclose  statement,  from  two  roads,  taken  from  their  books,  and  the 
amount  shipped  over  the  other  road  I  obtained  verbally  from  the  General 
Freight  Agent,  and  embody  it  in  the  sheet  of  statistics. 

The  Ash  report  I  know  is  correct,  as  I  had  access  to  the  books  showing 
the  business,  for  over  ten  years.  I  have  made  numerous  applications, 
verbally,  and  by  letter,  to  our  largest  market  gardeners,  but  there  seems 
to  exist  a  general  and  strong  disinclination  to  communicate  anything 
■worth  knowing.  I  enclose  the  best  of  the  replies  received.  Speaking 
for  some  of  our  largest  gardeners,  I  may  say  that  they  cultivate  over  one 
hundred  acres,  and  use  land  sufflciently  near  to  the  city  to  enable  them 
to  dispense  with  railroad  transportation  in  bringing  manure  to  their 
places  and  marketing  crops.  I  have  noticed  that  one  of  the  shrewdest 
gardeners  invariably  composts  horn-shavings  and  bone-meal  with  horse- 
manure  several  months  before  expecting  to  use  it.  A  safe  average  of 
manure  used  per  acre  by  gardeners,  may  be  stated  at  ninety  (90)  tubs, 
and  from  two  hundred  to  twenty  hundred  pounds  of  fertilizer  in  addi- 
tion, according  to  its  strength,  and  the  kind  of  crop. 

The  following  railroad  manure  statistics  will  give  a  generally  correct 
idea  of  the  age  of  manure,  when  used : 

GTATBMENT   OF  MANURE  SENT  PROM  JAN.    1   TO  DEC.    31,    1875. 

Over  F.  N.  S.  &  C.  R.  11.     Over  Southern  E.  B. 

January 1,531  tubs.  5,815  tubs. 

February 4,357  " 

March 740      "  13,317  " 

April 13,123      "  7,055  " 

May 7,388      "  3,049  " 

June 5,735      "  1,365  " 

July 6,473i    "  685  " 

August 6,370i    "  3,911  " 

September 3,197     "  14,703  " 

October    880      "  C60  " 

November 513     "  840  " 

December 1,406     "  4,0.:3  " 

46,340  tubs.  57,079  tubs. 

A  tub  is  equal  to  14  bushels. 

Hobson,  Hurtado  &  Co.  report  the  amount  of  Peruvian  guano  sold  in 
this  country  last  year  at  thirty  thousand  tons. 

Estimated  number  of  horses  in  New  York  city,  100,000. 

Estimated  product  of  manure  per  horse.     Four  cords. 

Estimated  proportion  of  straw  to  pure  excrement.     One-half. 

Amount  shipped  direct  from  stables.     Nearly  all. 

Amount  shipped  on  vessels.     One-half. 

Length  of  time  the  unshipped  manure  remains  in  heaps.  From  three 
to  four  months. 

Average  cost  per  horse,  annually.    $3. 

Greatest  distance  of  shipment.    Virginia. 
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ATeragc  amount  shipped  via  L.  I.  E.  E.    60,000  tubs. 

Price  of  manure  jier  tub  delivered  on  cars  or  vessel.     80  cents. 

Averaije  amount  put  on  car.     40  tubs. 

Statistics  of  Ash  Trade. — Time  ■when  aslics  are  delivered.  From 
middle  of  June  to  middle  of  October. 

Places  from  which  they  are  mostly  shipped.  Montreal,  Belleville,  and 
Toronto  (Canada). 

-Method  of  transportation.     Canal  boats. 

Average  load  per  boat.     About  S,000  bushels. 

Average  amount  annually  sold.     360,000  bushels. 

Average  cost  delivered  to  farmers.    20i  cents  per  bushel. 

Fer  Acre,  about. 

Amount  used  by  farmers  for  potatoes 60  tubs. 

"            "      "        "         "    cabbage  (late)....  50    " 
"  "     "        "         "    corn 13    " 

Amount  of  guano  used  on  Long  Island,  as  represented  by  the  books 
of  Chapman  «&  Vanwj-ck,  and  their  estimate  of  sales  by  other  firms, 
5,000  tons. 

The  fertilizers  used  on  the  Island  are  bought  almost  exclusively  by 
market  gardeners  or  farmei-s,  who  do  a  little  market  gardening,  as  it  is 
the  general  conviction  that  ordinary  farm-crops  will  not  give  a  compen- 
sating return  for  their  application.  Most  market  gardeners  keep  so 
little  stock  that  the  manure  made  on  the  place  is  very  inconsiderable. 
Our  dairy  farmers  either  compost  home-made  manures  with  that  from 
the  city,  spread  it  on  the  land  for  com  in  the  spring,  or  rot  it  separate, 
to  use  in  the  fall  for  wheat,  on  land  that  has  been  cropped  with  oats  the 
Bame  year.  The  manure  put  on  for  potatoes  is  generallj-  estimated  to 
enrich  the  land  sufficient  for  it  to  produce  one  crop  of  winter  grain,  and 
from  five  to  seven  crops  of  grass,  when  it  is  again  plowed  and  cultivated 
in  rotation  with,  first,  corn,  second,  potatoes  or  oats,  and  is  rcseeded  in 
autumn  of  the  same  year. 

Fish  and  fish  guano  arc  largely  used  on  land  bordering  tlic  water,  and 
adjacent  to  the  oil-works.  The  average  price  for  guano  in  bulk  at  oil- 
works  is  $13  per  ton.  The  average  price  for  fish  en  wharf  Is  .$1..'J0  per 
thousand,  and  it  is  estimated  that,  as  a  general  average,  6,000  fish  malce 
a  ton  of  guano.  The  fish,  when  applied  to  corn,  are  placed  two  at  each 
hill,  and  plowed  under  at  any  time  after  the  corn  is  laj'ge  enough  to  cul- 
tivate. Seaweed  is  highly  prized  by  all  who  use  it,  and  it  will  produce 
a  good  crop  of  com  when  spread  thickly  on  the  laud  previous  to  plowing. 

Very  respectfully,  J.  H.  RusmioKK. 

LETTER  FROM  JOnN  E.  BACKUS. 

Newtown,  Long  Island,  N.  T.,  March  2nd,  1S76. 

Jlr.   C.  IT.  liushmore: 

Dear  Sir. — Some  farmers  and  markct-gardcncrs  use  more,  and  some 
less,  manure,  according  to  crops  to  be  raif^ed.  I  use  about  30  good  two- 
horse  wagon-loads  to  the  acre,  to  be  applied  in  rows  or  broad-casted,  as 
best  for  certain  crops.    I  prefer  old  liorse-duug  for  mo^.t  all  purposes. 
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Guano,  as  a  fertilizer,  phosphate  of  bone  and  blood  are  very  good ;  they 
act  as  a  stimulant  on  plants  and  vegetation,  and  are  highly  beneficial  to 
some  vegetation — more  valuable  on  poor  soil  than  elsewhere,  except  to 
produce  a  thrifty  growth  in  plants,  and  to  insure  a  large  crop. 

By  giving  you  these  fe->y  items  they  vary  considerably  on  different 
parts  of  the  Island  ;  judgment  must  be  used  in  all  cases  and  all  busi- 
ness. Hoping  these  few  lines  may  be  of  some  avail  to  Mr.  Harris  and 
yourself,  I  remain,  yours,  etc.,  John  E.  Backus. 

MANUEE  IN  PHILADELPHIA. 

LETTER  FROM  JOSEPH  HEACOCE. 

Jenkintown,  Montgomery  Co.,  Pa.,  April  18th,  1876. 

Mt  Dear  Friend  Harris. — Stable-manure  in  Philadelphia,  costs  by 
the  single  four-horse-load,  about  $9  or  $10.  Mostly,  the  farmers  who 
haul  much  of  it,  have  it  engaged  by  the  year,  and  then  it  can  be  had  for 
from  §7  to  §8  per  load.  Mostly,  four  horses  are  used,  though  we  fre- 
quently see  two  and  three-horse  teams,  aad  occasionally,  five  or  six 
horses  are  used.  I  have  never  seen  any  kind  of  dung  hauled  but  that  of 
horses.  Cow-manure  would  be  thought  too  heavy  to  haul  so  long  a  dis- 
tance. Sugar-house  waste,  spent  hops,  glue  waste,  etc,  are  hauled  to  a 
small  extent.  We  live  about  9  miles  from  the  center  of  the  city,  and  the 
road  is  very  hilly,  though  otherwise  a  good  one,  being  made  of  stone. 

The  loads  vary  from  2i  to  Si  or  4  tons  for  four  horses,  according  to 
the  dryness  of  the  manure.  The  wagons  are  made  very  strong,  and  weigh 
from  1,GOO  lbs.  to  2,300  or  2,400  lbs.,  according  to  the  number  of  horses 
that  are  to  be  used  to  them.  I  cannot  say  how  many  cords  there  are  in 
an  average  load,  but  probably  not  less  than  two  cords  to  four  horses. 
One  of  my  neighbors  has  a  stable  engaged  by  the  year.  He  pays  $2.50 
per  ton,  and  averages  about  three  tons  per  load,  and  the  distance  from 
the  stable  in  the  city  to  his  place,  can  not  be  less  than  12  miles.  His 
team  goes  empty  one  way  and  of  course  can  not  haul  more  than  a  load 
a  day.  In  fact,  can  not  average  that,  as  it  would  be  too  hard  on  his 
horses.  The  horses  used  for  the  purpose  are  large  and  strong.  Fifteen 
or  twenty  years  ago,  there  was  kept  on  most  farms  of  75  to  100  acres,  a 
team  purposely  for  hauling  manure  from  the  city.  But  it  is  different 
now,  many  of  the  farmers  using  artificial  manures,  as  it  costs  so  much 
less ;  and  others  are  keeping  more  stock,  and  so  making  their  own 
manure.  Still,  there  is  a  great  deal  hauled  yet.  And  some  of  it  to  a 
distance  of  20  miles.  Though  when  hauled  to  this  distance,  the  teams 
are  loaded  both  ways.  For  instance,  they  Avill  start  to  the  city  with  a 
load  of  hay  (35  to  50  cwt.),  on  Monday  afternoon  (Tuesday  is  the  day  of 
the  Hay  Market) ;  and  when  they  have  their  load  of  hay  off  on  Tuesday, 
they  load  their  manure  and  drive  out  five  or  six  miles  and  put  up  for  the 
night.  Next  morning  they  start  about  3  o'clock,  arriving  home  before 
noon,  having  been  away  two  days.  On  Thursday  afternoon,  they  start 
again.  You  can  see  that  manuring  in  this  way  is  very  expensive.  But 
farmers  about  here  weU  know  that  if  they  do  not  mauure  well  they  raise 
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but  little.  Probably  about  four  loads  arc  used  per  acre  on  the  average. 
Each  load  is  generally  thrown  off  the  vvagou  in  one  large  heap  near 
where  wanted,  and  is  allowed  to  lie  until  they  use  it.  I  can  not  tell 
how  much  it  loses  in  bulk  by  lying  iii  the  heap. 

As  to  what  crops  it  is  used  on,  farmers  do  not  think  that  they  could 
go  amiss  in  applying  it  to  anything  except  oats.  But  it  is  probably  used 
more  for  top-dressing  mowing  land,  and  for  potatoes,  than  for  any- 
thing else. 

The  usual  rotation  is  corn,  potatoes,  or  oats,  wheat  seeded  to  clover 
and  timothy,  and  then  kept  in  grass  from  two  to  four  years.  Those  Avho 
haul  stable-manure,  usually  use  bone-dust  or  superphosphate  to  a  greater 
or  less  extent. 

Last  December  I  built  a  pig-pen,  20  ft.  x40  ft.,  li  stories  high.  The 
upper  story  to  be  used  for  litter,  etc.  There  is  a  four  feet  entry  on  the 
north  side,  running  the  length  of  the  building.  The  remainder  is  divided 
into  five  pens,  each  8  ft.  x  16  ft.  It  is  made  so  that  in  cold  weather  it  can 
be  closed  up  tight,  while  in  warmer  weather  it  can  be  made  as  open  as 
an  out-shed.  I  am  veiy  much  pleased  with  it.  The  pigs  make  a  great 
deal  of  manure,  and  I  believe  that  it  can  be  made  much  cheaper  than 
it  can  be  bought  and  hauled  from  Philadelphia. 

Joseph  Heacocs,  Jk. 

letter  from  herman  l.  routzahn. 

MiDDLETOWN,  Md.,  May  11th,  1S76. 
Joseph  Harris,  Etq.  : 

I  lierewith  proceed  to  answer  questions  asked. 

Wheat  and  corn  arc  principal  crops.  Corn  is  fed  now  altogether  to 
stock  for  the  manure. 

There  is  but  little  soiling  done.  The  principal  method  of  maldng 
manure  is :  Feeding  all  the  com  raised,  as  well  as  hay,  oats,  and  roots 
to  cattle ;  using  wheat  straw,  weeds,  etc.,  as  bedding,  throwin"-  the 
manure  in  the  yard  (uncovered),  and  to  cover  the  pile  with  plaster  (by 
sowing  broadcast),  at  least  once  a  week.  To  this  pile  is  added  the 
manure  from  the  hog-pens,  hen-hou.«e,  etc.,  and  worked  over  thoroughly 
at  least  twice  before  using.  It  is  then  applied  to  corn  by  plowing 
%mdcr  ;  to  wheat,  as  a  top-dressing.  For  corn  it  is  usually  hauled  to  the 
field,  thrown  off  in  heaps  25  feet  each  way,  a  cart-load  making  two  heaps. 
Spread  just  before  the  plow.  For  wheat,  spread  on  directly  after  plow- 
ing, and  thoroughly  harrowed.in.  Applied  broadcast  for  potatoes.  Com- 
posts of  different  kinds  are  made  and  used  same  as  in  other  localities,  I 
presume.  Artificial  manures  are  going  into  disrepute  (justly  too).  Tiiis 
is  the  plan  now  adopted  by  the  farmers  in  this  county  (Frederick). 
"Where  woods  are  accessible,  leaves  and  mould  are  hauled  in  and  added  to 
the  manure-heap  ;  in  fact,  every  substance  that  can  be  worked  into  the 
manure-heap  is  freely  used.  Well-rotteu  stable-manure  is  worth  from 
$1.50  to  ?2.50  per  cord,  according  f  o  condition  and  locality. 
Very  licspectfully  Yours, 

Herjian  L.  IlourzAnN. 
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letter  from  prof.  e.   m.   shelton,  prof.  of  agriculture,  kansas 
state  agricultural  college. 

Kansas  State  Agricultural  College, 

JIanhattan,  Kansas,  May  5,  1878. 

Dear  Sir. — In  rep]y  to  your  first  question,  I  would  SLy  that  stable- 
manure  in  this  vicinity,  is  held  in  very  li<^ht  estimation.  Indeed,  by  the 
householders  of  this  city,  and  quite  generally  by  the  farmers,  manure  is  re- 
garded as  one  of  those  things — like  drouth  and  grasshoppers — with  which 
a  mysterious  Providence  sees  fit  to  clog  the  operations  of  the  husband- 
man. The  great  bulk  of  the  stable-manure  made  ia  this  city  is,  every 
spring,  carted  into  ravines  and  vacant  lots — wherever,  in  short,  with 
least  expense  it  can  be  put  out  of  reach  of  the  senses. 

It  must  not  be  understood  by  this  that  manure  has  little  influence  on 
the  growing  crops  in  Kansas.  Nowhere  have  I  seen  such  excellent 
results  from  application  of  home-made  fertilizers,  as  in  Kansas.  For 
those  sterile  v/astes  known  as  "Alkali  lands,"  and  "Buffalo  wallows," 
manure  is  a  speedy  and  certain  cure.  During  two  years  of  severe  drouth, 
I  have  noticed  that  wherever  manure  had  been  supplied,  the  crop  with- 
stood the  effects  of  dry  weather  much  better  than  where  no  application 
had  been  made.  Four  years  ago,  a  strip  across  one  of  our  fields  was 
heavily  manured ;  this  year  this  field  is  into  wheat,  and  a  dark  band  that 
may  be  seen  half  a  mile  shows  where  this  application  was  made. 

These  facts  the  better  class  of  our  farmers  are  beginning  to  appreciate. 
A  few  days  ago,  a  neighbor,  a  very  intelligent  farmer,  assured  me  that 
from  manuring  eight  to  ten  acres  every  year,  his  farm  was  now  in  better 
condition  than  when  be  broke  up  the  prairie  fifteen  years  ago. 

I  know  of  no  analysis  of  stable  or  farmyard-manure  made  in 
Kansas.  Concerning  the  weight  of  manures,  I  can  give  you  a  few  facts, 
baving  had  occasion  during  the  past  winter  to  weigh  several  loads  used 
for  experimental  purposes.  This  manure  was  wheeled  into  the  barnyard, 
chiefly  from  the  cattle  stalls,  during  the  winter  of  1874-5.  It  lay  in  the 
open  yard  until  February  last,  when  it  was  weighed  and  hauled  to  the 
fields.  I  found  that  a  wagon-box,  H x3 x9  feet,  into  which  the  manure 
was  pitched,  without  treading,  held  with  slight  variations,  when  level 
full,  one  ton.    At  this  rate  a  cord  would  weigh  very  close  to  three  tons. 

The  greatest  diflBeulty  that  we  have  to  encounter  in  the  management 
of  manure  grows  out  of  our  dry  summers.  During  our  summer  months, 
unless  sufficient  moisture  is  obtained,  the  manure  dries  out  rapidly,  be- 
comes fire-fanged  and  practically  worthless.  My  practice  upon  the  Col- 
lege farm  has  been  to  give  the  bottom  of  the  barn-yard  a  "dishing" 
form,  so  that  it  holds  all  the  water  that  falls  upon  it.  The  manure  I 
keep  as  flat  as  possible,  taking  pains  to  place  it  M-hcre  the  animals  wUl 
keep  it  trod  down  solid.  I  have  adopted  this  plan  after  having  tried 
composting  and  piling  the  manure  in  the  yards,  and  am  satisfied  that  it 
is  the  only  practical  way  to  manage  manures  in  this  climate. 

Thei'c  is  no   particular  crop  to  which  manure    is  generally  applied 
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in  tills  State,  unless,  perhaps,  wheat.    The  practice  of  applying  manure  as 
a  top-dressing  to  winter-wheat,  is  rapidly  gaming  ground  here.    It  is 
found  that  the  manure  thus  applied,  acting  as  a  mulch,  mitigates  the 
effects  of  drouth,  besides  improving  the  quality  of  the  grain. 
Very  Kespeetfully  Yours, 

E,   M.  SlIELTON. 

letter  from  prof.  w.  h.  brewer,  professor  of  agriculture  in 
sheffield  scientific  scuool  of  yale  college. 

Sheffield  Scientific  School  of  Tale  College, 

New  Haven,  Conn.,  AprU  14th,  1876. 
Joseph  Ranis,  Esq.,  Hochestcr,  N.  Y.  : 

Mt  Dear  Sir.— I  have  made  inquiries  relating  to  "  the  price  of  stable- 
manure  in  New  Haven,  and  how  far  the  farmers  and  gardeners  haul  it, 
etc. "  I  have  not  been  to  the  horse-car  stables,  but  I  have  to  several 
livery  stables,  and  they  are  all  essentially  the  same. 

They  eay  that  but  little  is  sold  by  the  cord  or  tmi,  or  by  any  weight  or 
measure.  It  is  sold  either  "in  the  lump,"  "  by  the  month,"  "by  the 
year,"  or  "  per  horse."  Some  sell  it  at  a  given  sum  per  month  for  all 
their  horses,  on  a  general  estimate  of  their  horses — thus,  one  man  says, 
"I get,  this  year,  $25  per  month  for  all  my  manure,  he  to  remove  it  as 
fast  as  it  accumulates  ;  say  one,  two,  or  three  times  per  week.  He  hauls 
it  about  five  miles  and  composts  it  all  before  using." 

Another  says,  he  sells  per  horse.  "  I  get,  this  year,  813  per  horse, 
they  to  haul  it."  The  price  per  horse  ranges  from  $10  to  $15  per 
year,  the  latter  sum  being  high. 

From  the  small  or  private  stables,  the  manure  is  generally  "  himped  " 
by  private  contract,  and  is  largely  used  about  the  city.  It  is  hauled 
sometimes  as  much  as  10  miles,  but  usually  much  less. 

But  the  larger  stables  often  sell  per  shipment— it  is  sent  by  cars 
up  the  Connecticut  Valley  to  Wcstfield,  etc.,  where  it  is  often  hauled 
several  miles  from  the  railroad  or  river. 

Much  manure  is  sent  by  boat  from  New  York  to  the  Connecticut 
Valley  tobacco  lands.  Boats  ("  barges  ")  are  even  loaded  in  Albany,  go 
down  the  Hudson,  up  the  Sound  to  Connecticut,  to  various  places  near 
Hartford,  I  am  told.  Two  or  three  years  ago,  a  man  came  here  and 
exhibited  to  us  pressed  masses  of  manure— a  patent  had  been  taken  out 
for  pressing  it,  to  send  by  Pi.  R.  fstablc  manure).  I  never  heard  anything 
more  about  it — and  he  was  confident  and  enthusiastic  about  it. 

Yours  truly,  Wm.  H.  Brewer. 
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TALKS  ON"  MANURES. 


FOOD,  INCKEASE,  MANURE,  ETC.,  OF  FATTENING  ANIMALS, 

The  following  table  is  given  by  Mr.  J.  B.  Lawes,  of  Eothamsted,  Eng- 
land, showing  the  relation  of  the  increase,  manure,  and  loss  by  respira- 
tion, to  the  food  consumed  by  different  animals : 


250  lbs.  Oil-calce']                 \ 
^^l^  Clover-      p,,^„,,^ 

Zm'iibs.  Swede    K"'", 
turnips  and     i-^^'^rease. 
supply.            J 

100  Total  Dry  Sub- 
stance of  Food 
supply. 

o 
o 

H 

si" 

a  a 

In  Res 

plration 

etc. 

Is 

a  a 

In  Res- 
piration 
etc. 

2  --^ 
gc  o 

Nitrogenous  substance. 
Non-Nitrogenous     sub- 
stance  

lbs. 

218 

808 

88 

1109 

lbs. 
9.0) 

58.0  f 

1.6 
68.6 

lbs. 

333.0 

81.4 
404.4 

lbs. 
636-^ 

636 

0.8) 

5.2i 

0.2 

6.2 

29.1 

7.4 
36.5 

57  3-^ 
57 '.3 

4.1 
7  2 

Mineral  Matter 

1.9 

Total  dry  substance 

250  lbs.  Oil-ca7ce} 

300    ••.  Clover-     p,.^^„,,, 

400ot.-^..^.    \Z^^e 
turnips  and     M^^ease. 
sujjply.            J 

lOD  Total  Brv  Sub- 
stance of  Food 
supply. 

O 

o 
a 

ii 

M  ft 

a  S 

C3  0 

ii  el 

0  0    . 

Nitroscnoua  substance. 
Non-Nitrogenous     sub- 

lbs. 
177 

071 

04 

912 

lbs. 

63. 0 
2.0 

72.5 

lbs. 

229^ 

02 
2;)1 

lbs. 

543. 5 -j 

0.8) 

7.0!" 

0.2 

8.0 

25.1 

C.8 
31.9 

GO.l-^ 

66!i 

4.2 
9.4 

3.1 

Total  dry  substance 

Nitrogenous  substance. 
Non- Nitrogenous  sub- 
stance  

Mineral  matter 

Total  dry  substance 


500  lbs.  Barley  meal  produce 
100  lbs.  increase,  and  supply. 


lbs. 
52 

357 

n 

420 


lbs 
7.0 

66.0 
0.8 

73.8 


lbs. 
59.8-;' 


10  2 
170.0     276.2 


lbs. 
276.2-^ 


'lOO  Total  T)i 

»  Sub-\  i 

stance  of  Food 

supply. 

0 

0 

9 

s 

fto 

t— * 

1 

M  0 

a 

d 

0*^ 

1.7) 

( 

)■ 

14.3   65.7-j 

15.7  f 

0.2 

2.4      ... 

17.6 

16.7 

6,-,.  7     l| 

IS 


18.5 
:.3 
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In  the  last  edition  of  his  book  on  Manure,  "  Praktischc  Dungerlehre," 
Dr.  Emil  Wollf,  gives  the  following  tables  : 

Of  100  lbs.  of  dry  substance  in  the  food,  there  is  found  in  the  excre- 
ments : 


Dbt  Sdestakce. 

Coiv.   1     Ox. 

1 

SJieep. 

Horse. 

Mean. 

In  the  Dung 

In  the  Urine 

38.0  lbs.  4.).ti  lbs 
9.1     "  1  5.S    •' 

47.1  "  151.4    " 

4G.9  lbs.  ,4:^.0  lbs. 

0  6    "      .^  l\    " 

i.i.1  ibs. 
0  3    "• 

Total  dr}'  substance  in  the  Manure.. . 

I53.5    " 

4.5.6   " 

49.4    " 

Of  100  lbs.  of  organic  substance  in  the  food,  there  is  fcand  in  the  es- 
crements : 


Okganic  Substance. 

Coiv. 

Ox. 

SJieep.    Horse.     Mean, 

•13.9  lbs. 
47.7    " 

15.6  lbs.  as  2  Ihs  41  n  lbs 

GO    '• 
42.5    " 

3.9   '• 
!9.5  " 

2.5    "       3.9    " 

Total  organic  substance  in  Manure.. 

43.7    "     44.9    " 

Of  100  lbs.  of  nitrogen  in  the  food,  there  is  found  in  the  excrements  ; 


NiTROGEK. 

Cow. 

Ox. 

Slieeji. 

Horse. 

Mean. 

In  til  e  D  ling 

45.5  lbs.  51.0  lbs.  43.7  lbs.  55.1  lbs.  49  1  lbs. 

In  the  Urine 

18.3    "     38.6    "    ,51.8    '•     27.3    •'    3t.O    " 

Total  Nitrogen  in  Manure 

03.8   "    89.6    "    ,95.5    "    Ia3.4   "    8:^.1    " 

Of  100  lbs.  mineral  matter  in 

the  food,  there  is  found  in  the  excrements  : 

MiNEEAL  Matter. 


In  the  Dung 

In  the  Urine 

Total  mineral  matter  in  Ma- 


Coiv. 


5y.U  lun. 
43.1   " 


37.0 


O.V. 


70.8  lbs. 
4G.7   '■ 


117.5 


Sheep. 

GSTslbsT 
40.3   " 

103.5    " 


Horse. 


8.5.6  lbs. 
1G.3    " 


Mean. 


G8.4  lbs. 
35.1  " 


1ft3.5   " 


The  excess  of  mineral  matter  is  due  to  the  mineral  matter  in  the 
water  drank  by  the  animals. 

The  following  tables  of  analyses  are  copied  in  full  from  the 
last  edition  (1875),  of  Dr.  Emil  Wolff's  Praktlsclie  Dnngcrlehre. 

The  figures  differ  materially  in  many  cases  from  those  previously 
published.  They  represent  the  average  results  of  numerous  relia- 
ble  analyses,  and  are  sufficiently  accurate  for  all  practical  purposes 
connected  -with  the  subject  of  manures.  In  special  cases,  it  will  be 
well  to  consult  actual  analyses  of  the  articles  to  be  used. 
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TALKS    OH   MANUllES. 


I.— TABLES   FOR  CALCULATING   THE  EXHAUSTION   AND  EN- 
RICHING OF    SOILS. 


A.— nAEVEST  PEODUCTS  AlW  VARIOUS  MANUFACTURED  ARTICLES. 
Average  quantity  of  water,  nitrogen,  and  total  ash,  and  ttie  different  ingredi- 
ents of  the  ash  in  1000  lbs.  of  fresh  or  air-dried  substance. 


Substance. 


I.— Hay. 

Meadow  Hay 

Eye  Grass 

Timothy 

Moharhay .. 

Red  Clover 

Red  Clover,  ripe 

White  Clover 

Alsilie  Clover 

Crimson  Clover 

Lucern 

Esparsette .. 

Yellow  Clover 

Green  Vetch  Hay 

Green  Pea  Hay 

Spurry 

II.— GHEBN  FODDEP.. 

Meadow  Grass  in  bloom 

Young  Grass 

Rye  Grass 

Timothy  Grass 

Eye-Fodder 

Green  Oats 

Green  Corn-Fodder 

Sorghnm 

Moharhay 

Red  Clover  in  blossom 
"       "    before    " 

White  Clover 

Alsike  Clover  

Crimson  Clover 

Lucern 

Esparsette  

Yellow  Clover 

Green  Vetch 

Green  Peas 

Green  Rape 

Spurry 

III.— EooT  Crops. 

Potatoes 

Jerusalem  Artichoke... 

Mangel-wurzel 

Sugar  Beets 

Turnips 

Carrots 

Russia  Turnips 

Succory 

Sugar  lieet,  upper  part 
of  root 


fe       ^ 


840 


15.5 
16.3 
15.5 
17.8 
19.7 
12.5 
23.2 
24.0 
19.5 
83.0 
21.3 
22.1 
22.7 
22.9 
19.2 


5.4 

5.6 
57 
5.4 
5.3 
3.7 
1.9 
4.0 
5.9 
5.1 
5.3 
5.G 
5.3 
4.3 
7.2 
5.1 
4.5 
5.6 
5.1 
4.6 


3.4 
3.2 
1.8 
1.6 
1.8 
2.2 
2.1 
2.5 

2.0 


^ 

« 

^ 

i§ 

51.5 

13.2 

58.2 

20.2 

62.1 

20.4 

58.4 

£1.2 

56.9 

18.3 

44.0 

9.8 

59.8 

10.1 

39.7 

110 

50.7 

11.7 

62.1 

15.3 

45.8 

13.0 

55.7 

11,9 

83.7 

28.3 

62.4 

23.2 

56.8 

19.9 

18.1 

4.6 

20.7 

11.6 

20.4 

7.2 

21.6 

7.4 

16.3 

6.3 

18.8 

7.5 

12.0 

4.3 

13.0 

3.6 

13.9 

5.0 

13.7 

4.4 

14.5 

5.3 

13.6 

2.3 

8.8 

2.4 

12.2 

2.8 

18.7 

4.6 

12.1 

3.4 

14.7 

3.2 

18.1 

C.l 

13.9 

5.1 

12.2 

4.0 

12  2 

4.3 

9.4 

5.7 

9.8 

4.7 

7.5. 

4.1 

7.1 

3.9 

7.3 

3.3 

7.8 

2.8 

11.6 

4.7 

6.7 

2.6 

9.6 

2.8 

8.6 

4.3 

4.5 

6.1 

20.0 

15.6 

19.3 

13.5 

16.0 

£6.2 

16.8 

32.6 

22.8 

15.6 

10.9 


3.0 
2.2 
1.5 
1.6 
1.2 
1.2 
1.6 
1.2 
1.4 
4.8 
4.2 
4.4 
3.0 
3.8 
7.9 
4.4 
8.6 
4.9 
S.5 
2.7 
2.3 


5.4  10.7 
6.3  6.8 
6.9     8.4 


0.2 

0.2 

0.4 

1.0 

0.3 

0.3 

1.2 

0.3     0.3 

0.7 

0.4 

0.5 

0.7 

0.8 

0.3 

1.7 

0.9 

0.4 

1.2 

1.3 

0.3 

1.1 

0.5 

0.3 

2.3 

0.9 

1.1 

1.3.9 
18.5 
22.1 
16.3 
1.4 
3.0 
2.5 
1.6 
8.2 
3.8 
3.7 
1.5 
4.9 
0.9 
0.8 


4.9 
2.1 
6.5 
7.7 
5.2 
5.7 
1.7 
3.7 
3.9 
0.3 
0.4 
0.6 
0.4 
2.0 
1.1 
1.0 
0.4 
1.1 
0.2 
0.6 
0.2 


0.2 
1.0 
0.2 
0.1 
0.1 
0.2 
0.1 
0.3 

0.2 
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Substance. 


IV. — Leaves  &  Stems 
OF  Root  Crops. 

Potato  Vines,  nearly 

ripe 

Potato  Vines,  unriue. 
Jerusalem  Artichoke. 

Mangel-wurzel 

Sugar  Beets. 

Turcips 

Carrots 

Succory 

Russia  Turnips 

Cabbage,  white 

Cabbage  Stems 

V. — Manufactured 
Pkoducts  &  Refuse. 

Wheat  Bran 

Rye  Bran 

Barley  Bran 

Oat  liulls 

Pea  Bran 

Buckwheat  Bran 

Wheat  Floar 

Rye  Flour. 

Barley  Meal 

Corn  Meal 

Green  Malt 

Dry  Malt    

Brewer's  Grains 

Beer 

Malt-sprouts 

Potato  Fibre 

Potato  Slump 

Sugar-beet  Pomace... 

Clarifying  Refuse 

Sugar-beet  Molasses. 

Molasses  Slump 

Rape-cake 

Linseed  Oil-cake 

Poppy-cake 

Beecli-nut-cakc 

Walnut-cake 

Cotton-seed-cake 

Cocoanutcakc 

Palm-oil-cake 

VI.— STRA.W. 

Winter  Wheat 

Winter  Spelt 

Winter  Rye 

Spring  WJieat 

S[>riug  Rye 

Barley — , . . 

Oats 

Indian  Corn-stalks... 
Buckwheat  Straw .... 

Pea  Straw 

Field  Bean 

Garden  Bean 

Common  Vetch 


770 


4.9 
6.3 
5.3 
3.0 
3.0 
.3.0 
5.1 
3.5 
4.6 
2.4 
1.8 


22.4 
23.2 
23.7 


27.2 
18.9 
16.8 
Ki.O 
Ki.O 
10.4 
16.0 
7.8 

36.8 

1.3 

1.6 

2.9 

08 

12.8 

3.2 

48.5 

45.3 

52.0 

38.1 

.55.3 

.3!).0 

37.4 

25.9 


4.8 

40 

4.0 

5.6 

5.G 

6.4 

5.6 

4.8 

13.0 

10.4 

16.3 

12.0 


19.7 
16.5 
14.5 
14.1 
18.1 
11.9 
26.0 
16.5 
25.3 
16.0 
11.6 


53.5 
71.4 
484 
34.7 
22.7 
34.6 

7.2 
16.9 
20.0 

.5.9 
14.6 
26.6 
11.7 

6.2 
66.7 

1.8 

,5.0 
11.4 

3.3 
82.3 
14.0 
51.6 
.50.8 
76.9 
43.3 
46.2 
58.4 
.55.1 
26.1 


46.1 
50.1 
40.5 
3S.1 
46.1) 
41.3 
40.4 
41.9 
51.7 
44.0 
43.9 
40.0 
44.1 


4.3 

4.4 
3.1 
4.1 
6.5 
2.8 
2.9 
4.3 
3.7 
6.3 
5.1 


14.3 
193 
8.1 
4.9 
10.3 
11.2 


2.6       0.1 


6.5 

0.3 

5.8 

0.5 

1.7 

0.2 

2.5 

4.6 

0.5 

0.1 

2.1 

06 

20.6 

1.2 

0.3 

2.2 

0.4 

3.9 

0.9 

0.3 

0.1 

57.5 

10.0 

11.0 

1.5 

12.4 

1.8 

12.4 

0.7 

2.3 

2.3 

6.5 

4  6 

14.3 

14.6 

22.4 

1.3 

5.0 

0.2 

6.3 

5.2 

7.8 

11.0 

11.2 

9.4 

8.9 

9.6 

2-1.2 

10.1 

18.5 

12.8 

C.3 


0.6 
0.3 
09 
1.0 

i'.7 
1.2 
0.1 
1  1 
1.8 
1.1 
3.2 


1.7 
2.5 
1.8 
1.4 
4.1 
3.4 
0.2 
0.2 
0.6 
0.4 
0.5 
1.0 
1.3 
0.2 
1.9 
0.9 
0.3 
2.6 
1.1 
4.7 
0.2 
6.8 
4,3 
27.0 
13.2 
3  1 
2.7 
2.0 
3.1 


2.7 
2.9 
3.5 
2.6 
4.2 
3.2 
3.6 
4.0 
9.5 

16.2 
9.8 

11.1 


6.9  1 15.G 


8.8 
11.3 
3.0 
1.0 
2.2 
4.6 
0.4 
1.4 
2.7 
0.9 
1.2 
2.2 
1.0 
0.4 
1.8 
0.1 
0.4 
0.7 
0.2 
0.3 

7.0 
8.1 
6.2 
3.6 
5.6 
8.9 
1.6 
4.5 


27.3 

34.3 

8.9 

1.6 

3.1 

12.5 

3.7 

8.5 

9.5 

2,6 

5,3 

9.7 

4.1 

2.0 

18.0 

0.4 

1.0 

1.1 

0.2 

0.5 

0.1 

19,2 

16.1 

31.2 

9.7 

2').-> 

23.1 

14.9 

11.0 


2.2 
2.6 
2.1 
2.0 
3.0 
1.9 
1.9 
5.3 
6.1 
3.5 
3.2 
3.9 
2.7 


0.0 


"2 


1.3 

0.9 

0.8 

1.2 

0.2 

3.0 

0.8 

0.5 

0,9 

0.7 

1,1 

0.5 

2.0 

2.9 

1.4 

0.6 

.3,0 

2.6 

2,4 

0.2 

0.9 

0.2 

0.1 

0.5 

1,4 

0.9 

23.6 

1.3 

2;^.  3 

0.9 

0.9 

1.0 

0.7 

4.8 


4.6 

0.2 

0.6 

2,9 

14.7 

0.1 

0,4 

0.2 

0,4 

0.9 

0.1 

0.7 

1.7 

0.3 

0.2 

3.2 

28 

1.6 

6.4 

1.9 

4.5 

0,6 

0.8 

0.6 

0.7 

0.7 

2.3 

2.1 

1.9 

0.5 

0,8 

1.1 

31.2 

1,2 

36.0 

1.1 

2-.'.  9 

l.-i 

182 

1.2 

26.1 

1.5 

21.5 

1.3 

19.6 

1.2 

11.7 

27 

2.9 

2.7 

3.0 

1.6 

3.2 

1.7 

1.9 

8.3 

3.6 
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TALKS    ON   MANUKES. 


StrBL-TANCE. 


Lupine 

Rape; , 

Poppy 

VII.— Chaff. 


Winter  Wlicat 

Spring  Wheat 

Winter  gpeJt 

Winter  Rye 

Barley  Awns 

Oats 

Indian  Corn-cobs 

Field  Beaas 

Lupine 

Rape 

Flax-seed  hulls . . 

VIII.— Cotoieecial 
Plaints,  etc. 

Flas  Stems 

Rotted  Flax  Stems 

Flax  Fibre 

Hemp  Stems 

Hops,  entire  plant 

Hops 

Hop  Stems 

Tobacco  Leaves 

Wine  and  Must 

W^inegrounds 

Grape  Stems,  etc 

Mulberry  Loaves 

IX.— Materials    foe 
Bedding. 

Reed 

Sedge  Grass 

Rush 

Beech  Leaves,  August. 

"  "      Autumn. 

Oak  Leaves,  August. . 

"        "  Autumn. 

Fir  Needles 

Pine    "        

Moss 

Fern 

Heath 

Broom 

Sca-Wecd 


X. 


-Grains  and 

Seeds. 


Winter  Wheat 

Spring  Wheat 

Spelt,  without  husk... 

Spelt,  with  husk 

Winter  Rye 

W inter  Barley 

Spring  Barley 

Oats 

Millet 

Indian  Corn 


7.2 
7.5 
5.6 
5.8 
4.8 
6.4 
2.3 
16.8 
7.2 
6.4 


8.0 


10.0 
14.0 


20.8 
20.5 
2O.0 
16.0 
17.6 
16.0 
16.0 
19.2 
20.3 
'l6.0 


41.4 
40.8 


n2.5 
121.4 
82.7 
84.0 
120.0 
71.2 
4.6 
54.5 
18.1 
73.2 
54.7 


8.0 
11.1 
18.4 


4.8 
7.9 
5.3 
9.4 
4.6 
2.4 
.3.5.3 
8.7 
11.8 
15.4 


30.4 

7.0 

6.8 
33.2 

81.4  120.1 
60.8  I23.O 
40.7  ill.4 


9.4 
0.3 
0.3 
4.6 


151.0 
2.1 
13.9 
13.0 
16.3 


36.7 
61.2 
48.1 
19.0 
58.5 
15.8 
41.7 
18.4 
32.0 
19.2 
50.7 
16.0 
1.3.6 
122.3 


16.9 
18.3 
14.2 
SO.  6 
17.9 
17.0 
22.2 
27.0 
29.8 
13.0 


30.3 
1.3 
6.1 
4.0 
3.9 


6.8 

17.7 

19.0 

3.7 

2.3 

5.4 

1.4 

1.0 

0.6 

2.6 

18.0 

2.1 

4.S 

15.9 


5.3 
5.5 
5.1 
5.7 
5.6 
2.6 
4.5 
4.4 
3.4 
3.7 


0.2 
4.9 
3.1 

0.4 
0.4 

o!3 

0.3 
0.1 
1.6 
2.1 
1.1 
0.3 
28.1 


14.8 

n.6 

14.7 


1.8 
4.0 
2.0 
3.5 
12.7 
4.0 
0.2 
6.8 
.3.6 
36.3 
15.4 


6.8 
3.6 
.3.6 
20.3 
18.1 
11.1 
12.6 
62.8 
0.1 
2.9 
4.5 
5.4 


3.3 
4.2 
3.6 
6.4 

26.4 
4.1 

20.3 
6.1 
4.3 
2.2 
6.2 
3.6 
2.2 

16.7 


0.6 
0.5 
0.4 
1.0 
0.5 
0.1 
0.6 
1.0 
0.2 
0.3 


3.6 
2.5 
3.1 


1.2 
1.5 
2.1 
1.2 
1.6 
1.5 
0.2 
5.9 
1.5 
4,2 
3.3 


2.0 
0.2 
0.3 
2.4 
6.4 
3.7 
2.7 
17.7 
0.1 
0.7 
0.7 
1.0 


1.1 
2.9 
3.1 
1.4 
3.5 
2.1 
1.7 
1.1 
0.5 
1.1 
3.5 
1.6 
1.6 
10.0 


2.0 
2.2 
1.7 
2.4 
2.1 
2.1 
1.9 
1.9 
2.9 
3.0 


3.7 
2.4 
1.6 


4.0 
3.1 
6.1 
5.6 
2.4 
1.3 
0.2 
2.7 
1.1 
3.4 
4.5 


4.0 
0.8 
0.7 
2.3 
7.5 
11.2 
4.4 
4.8 
0.4 
2.5 
1.6 
1.3 


2.3 
4.6 
4.3 
1.8 
2.4 
1.9 
3.5 
1.0 
1.4 
0.9 
4.2 
1.1 
1.1 
3.8 


7.9 
8.9 
6.0 
7.6 
8.4 
5.6 
7.7 
6.2 
5.9 
5.9 


3.0 
3.1 
2.5 


0.7 
1.9 
0.1 
.3.7 
3.5 
0.1 
1.2 
0.5 
7.3 
3.4 


2.0 
0.2 
0.3 
0.7 
.3.7 
2.4 
1.3 
5.8 
0.1 
0.6 
0.3 
0.3 


0.6 

2.3 

1.3 
0.4 
2.1 
0.4 
1.8 
0.4 
0.6 
1.0 
1.8 
0.7 
0.4 
26.3 


0.1 
0.3 

i.'i 

0.2 
0.5 
0.4 
0.4 
0.1 
0.2 
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Substance. 


Sorghum 

Buckwheat 

P.as  

Field  Beana 

Garden  Beans 

Vetch 

Lupine 

Red  Clover 

White  Clover 

Esparsette 

Euta-bagas 

Sugar-Beet 

Carrots 

Succory 

Turnips 

Eapc 

Summer-Rape 

Mustard 

Poppy 

Linseed 

Hemp 

Grape-seeds 

Horse-chestnuts,  fresh 
Acorns,  fresh 


14.4 
35.8 
40  8 
39.0 
44.0 


XI. 


-Yarious  Anijiai  j 
Pkoducts.  I 


I  130  I  56.6 
l.W  30.5 
150  1  ... 
160  ... 
140  I  ... 
146 
120 
130 
125 
118 
120 
130 
14T 

lis 

122 
110 
492 
550 


Cows' Milk '  S75 

Sheep     '•     S60 

Cheese 450 

Ox-blood 790 

Calf-blood 800 

Sheep-blood '  790 

Swine-blood |  800 

Os--flesh 770 

Calf  flesh 7^0 

Swine-flosh i  740 

Livins  Ox [597 

Living  Calf  002 

Living  Sheep i  591 

Living  Swine —    528 

Esgs. 

1201 
1,50  I 


31.2 


28.0 
32.8 
26.1 

10.2 


16.0 
11.8 
23.5 
30.7 
27.4 
26.8 
34.1 
38.3 
33.8 
38.4 
48.8 
45.3 
74  8 
54.6 
34.6 
39.1 
34.9 
36.5 
52.9 
32.6 
45.3 
25.0 
12.0 
9.6 


Wool,  washed  . . . 
Wool,  unwashed. 


5.1 

6.2 

5.5 

8.4 

45.3 

67.4 

32.0 

7.5 

29.0 

7.1 

.32.0 

7,5 

29.0 

7.1 

36.0 

12.6 

34.9 

12.0 

34.7 

10.4 

26.6 

46.6 

25.0 

38.0 

22.4 

31.7 

20  0 

21.6 

21  8 

61.8 

94.4 

9  7 

54.0 

9S.8 

3.3 
2.7 
9.8 
13.1 
12.0 
8.1 
10.2 
13.5 
12.3 
11.0 
9.1 
11.1 
14.3 
6.5 
7.6 
9.6 
7.7 
5.9 
7.2 
10.0 
9.4 
7.2 
7.1 
6.2 


1.5 
1.8 
2.5 
0.6 
0.8 
0.5 
1.5 
5  2 
4.1 
3.9 
1.7 
2  4 
1.5 
1.8 
1.5 
1.8 
74.6 


0.5 
0.7 
0.2 
0.4 
0.4 
2.1 
0.1 
0.4 
0.2 
1.1 
8.5 
4.2 
3.5 
4.6 
0.4 
0.6 

2!6 

0.5 
0.7 
0.4 


0.1 


0.6 
0.3 
26.6 
3.4 
2.9 
3.3 
2.2 

i!6 

0.5 
1.4 
0.6 
1.4 
0.2 
1.4 
0  3 
1.9 


0.2 
0.5 
1.2 
1.5 
1.8 
2.1 
3.0 
2,5 
2.5 
12.3 
7.6 
10.2 
29.1 
17.3 
6.1 
5.5 
5.2 
7.0 
18.7 
2.6 
10.9 
8.4 
1.4 
0.7 


1.3 
2.5 
6.9 
0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
0.2 
0.2 

o.s 

20.8 
16.3 
13.2 
9.2 
5^1.0 
2.4 
4.2 


^ 

« 

^ 

o   . 

s 

1 

0. 

2.4 

8.1 

1.5 

5.7 

1.9 

8.6 

2.2 

11.9 

2.0 

9.7 

2.4 

10.0 

'^^ 

^ 


4.0 
4.9 
3.9 
2.6 
8.6 
7  3 
5.0 
5.9 
3.1 
4.6 
4.7 
3.7 
5  0 
4.7 
2.6 
2.1 
0.1 
0.5 


0.2 
0.1 
0.2 
0.1 
0.1 
0  1 
0.1 
0.4 
0.2 
0.5 
0.6 
0.5 
0.4 
0.4 
1.0 
0.6 
1.6 


14.3 
14.5 
11  6 
9.2 
7.6 
7.5 
ll.S 
16.5 
14.0 
16.5 
14.9 
14.6 
16.6 
13.5 
16.9 
6.0 
2.7 
1.4 


1.7 
3.0 
11.5 
0  4 
0.6 
0.4 
0.9 
4.3 
5.8 
4  6 
18.6 
13.8 
12.3 
8.8 
3.7 
0.3 
1.1 


0.2 
0.8 
0.8 
1.1 
1.0 
1.5 
0.9 
1.6 
1.2 
2.1 
2.0 
4.2 
2  4 
2.5 
0.9 
2.3 
1.8 
1.0 
0  8 
0.1 
0.6 
0.3 
0.4 


0.1 

6!2 
0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
0.4 


0.1 
4!6 


1.2 
0.1 
0.2 
0.2 
0.2 
0.3 
0.2 
0.5 
0.8 
0.3 
1.1 
0.8 
4.0 
0.6 
0.2 
0.5 

6'9 
1.7 
0.4 
5.5 
0.3 
0  3 
0.1 


0  2 

6;i 


0.3 
0.1 

6!i 

0.1 
0.2 

6!i 

2.5 
3  0 
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B.-AVERAGE  COMPOSITION  OF  VARIOUS  MANURES. 


Name  of  Eeetilizek. 

1 

■S  8 

ll 

►g 

§1 

§ 

1 

,5S 

1^ 

lica     and 
Sand, 
'ilorine 
<,dFlonne. 

^=Q 

^ 

1 

^ 

^ 

S 

^ 

5; 

^ 

^     i^S 

I.— Animal  Exoke- 

MBNTS. 

(In  1000  parts  of  Ma- 

nure.) 

Presli  Faeces : 

Horse 

757 
838 
655 
820 

211 
145 
314 
150 

.31.6 
17.2 
31.1 
30.0 

4.4 
2.9 
5.5 
6.0 

3.5 
1.0 
1.5 
2.6 

0.6 
0.3 
1.0 
2.5 

1.5 
3.4 
4  6 
0.9 

1.2 
1.3 
1.5 
1.0 

3.5  0.6 

1.710.4 
3.1  1.4 

19.6  0.2 

Cattle 

7.3  0.2 

Sbeep 

17.5  0.3 

Swine 

4.1 

0.4 

15.0  0.3 

Fresh  Urine: 

1 

Horse 

901 

938 

71 
35 

28.0 
27.4 

15.5  15  0 
5.8!  4.9 

2.5 
6.4 

4  5 
0.1 

2.4 
0.4 

0  6 
1.3 

O.S  1  5 

Cattle 

0  3  3.8 

Sheep 

872 

83 

45.2 

19.5  22  6 

5.4 

1.6 

3.4 

6!l 

3  0 

0  165 

Swine 

967 

28 

15.0 

4.3 

8.3 

2  1 

0.8 

0.7 

0.8 

•• 

2.3 

Fresh  Dung  (with 

straw  :)* 

Horse 

713 

775 
646 

254 
203 

318 

32.6 

21.8 
35.6 

5.8 
3.4 
8.3 

5.3 
4.0 

6.7 

1.0 
1.4 
2.3 

2.1 
3.1 

3.3 

1.4 
1.1 
1.8 

2.8:0.7 
1.6  0.6 
2.3,1.5 

17.7 
8.5 
14.7 

0.4 

Cattle 

1.0 

Sheep 

1.7 

Swine 

724 

250 

25.6 

4.5 

6.0 

2  0 

0.8 

0.9 

1.9  0.8 

10.8 

1.7 

Common    Barn-yard 

Manure : 

Fresh 

710 
750 

246 
192 

44.1 

5d.O 

4  5 
5.0 

5.2 
6.3 

1.5 
1.9 

5.7 

1.4 

2.1  1.3  12.5 
2  6  1.6  16.8 

1.5 

Moderately  rotted . . 

7.0  1.8 

1.9 

Thoroughly  rotted..  790 

145 

65.0 

5.8 

5.0 

1  3 

8.8  1.8 

3.0  1.3 

17.0 

1.6 

Drainage  from  Barn- 

yard Manure 

982 

7 

10.7 

1.5 

4.9 

1.0    0.3  0.4 

0.1  0.7 

0.2 

1.3 

Human  Pseces,  fresh. 

772 

198 

29.9 

10.0 

2.5 

1.6 

6.2  3.6 

10.9  0.8 

1.9 

0.4 

"       Urine,      " 

963 

24 

13  5 

6.0 

2.0 

4  6 

0.2,0.2 

1.7  0.4 

5.0 

Mixed  human   excre- 

mi-'uts,  fresh 

933 

51 

16.0 

7.0 

2  1 

3.8    0.9  0.6 

2.6  0.5 

0.2 

4.0 

Mixed  human   excre- 

ment?, mostly  liquid 

955 

30 

15  0 

3.5 

2.0 

4  0    1.0  0.6 

2.8  0.4 

0.2 

4.3 

Dove  Manure,  fresh.. 

519 

308 

173.0 

17.6 

10.0 

0.7  16.0  5.0 

17  S  3.3 

20.2 

Hen        '•             "     .. 

560 

255 

185.0 

16.3 

8.5 

1.0 

24.0  7.4 

I5.4I4.5 

.35.2 

.. 

Duck     "            "     .. 

566 

262 

173.0 

10.0 

6.2 

0.5 

17.0:3  5 

14.0 

3.5 

28.0 

Geese    "             "     .. 

771 

134 

95.0 

5.5 

9.5 

1.3 

8.4 

2.0 

5.4 

1.4 

14.0 

.. 

II.— Commercial  Ma- 

NUKKS. 

(In  100  parts  of  Fer- 

tilizer.) 

Peruvian  Guano 14.8  51.4 

33.8    13.0 

2.3 

1.4 

11.0 

1.2 

13  O'l.O 

1.7 

1.3 

Norway  Fish-Guano..  12.6  53.4 

31.0 

9.0 

0.3 

0.9  15  4 

0.6 

13.5  0.3 

1.6 

1.1 

Poudrette 24.037.0 

49.0 

2.0 

0.9 

1.0  18.6 

0.5 

2.1  1.0 

5.4 

1.5 

Pulverized  Dead  Aui-         1 

1 

1 

mals    5  1 

56.9 
56.6 

37.4 
15.6 

6.5 
9.7 

0.3 

0  8,18.2 

..      7.0 

0.4 
0.3 

13  9  1.0 
6.3  0.1 

1.7 
1.1 

0.2 

Flesh-Meal 27.8 

Dried  Blood  

14  0  79.0 

7.0    11.7 

1 

6'.  7 

0.6    0.7 

0.1 

1.0  0.4 

1 

3.1 

o!4 

H<u-n-Meal  and  Shav- 

ings  1  S.568.5 

25.0   10.2 

..      6.6 

0.3 

5.5  0.9 

11.0 

Bone-Meal 

1  6.0 

33.3 

60.7 

3.8 

0.2 

0.3 

31.3 

1  0 

23.2 

0.1 

3.5 

6^3 

*  It  is  estimated  that  in  the  case  of  horses,  cattle,  and  swine,  one-third  of  the 
urine  dr.ains  away.  The  following  is  the  amount  of  wheat-straw  used  daily  as 
beddino-  fen-  each  "animal.  Horse,  0  lbs.  ;  Cattle,  8  lbs. ;  Swine,  4  lbs.,  and  sheep, 
0.6  lbs." 
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Name  of  Fertilizer. 


S^ 


% 


(In  100  parts.) 
Bone-Meal  from  solid 

part3 

Bone-Meal  from  soft 

parts 

Boue-b)ack,    before 

used 

Bone-black,  spent 

Boneash 

Baker  Guano 

Jarvis  Guano 

Estremadura  Apatite.. 
Sombrero  Phospliate. 
Navassa  Phosphate... 
Nassau    Pliosphorite, 

rich 

Nassau    Phosphorite, 

medium 

■Westphalian       Phos- 
phorite  

Hanover  Phosphorite 

Coprolites 

Sulphate  of  Ammonia. 

Nitrate  of  Soda 

Wool-dust  and  offal . . 

Lline-cakc 

Whale-oil  refuse 

Common  Salt 

Gypsum  or  Plaster 

Gas-lime 

Sugar-House  Scum... 
Leached  wood  ashes 

Wood-soot 

Coal-soot I  5.0 

Ashes  from  Deciduous 

trees 

Ashes  from  Evergreen 

trees 

Poat-a>hcs 

Bituminous  coal-ashes 
Anthracite  coal-ashes. 


5.0 

7.0 

6  0 

10.0] 
6.01 
10.0 
11. 8t 
0  6' 
8.5' 
2.G' 
i 
2.6 


0.5 

2.0 

4.3 

4.0 

2.6 

10.0 

6.5 

2.3.0 

I  5.0 

,20.0 

7.0 

'.34  D 

20.0 

I  5.0 


5.0 


in.— STiPEBPnos- 
rnATE,  from 

pPTOvian  Guano 

Baker  Guano 

Estremadura  .\patite.. 
Sombrero  Phosphate. 
Navassa  Phosphate... 
Nassau  Phosjihorite, 

rich 

Nassau  Phosphorite, 

medium 

Bone-black 

B<me-Meal 

Phosplio-jjuano 

(manufactured.)  ... 


V, 

31.5 

37.3 

10  0 
6.0 
3.0 
9.2 

8.2 

5'.  4 


56.0 

47. 0 
OS. 4 


1.3 
24.5 

5.0 
71.8 
70  2 

5.0 

5.0 


5.0 


Vo 

63.5 

55.7 

84.0 
84.0 
91.0 
81.0 
80.0 

9i!5 
92.0 

97.4 

97.5 

91.8 
94.5 
95.7 


34.0 
46.5 
8.6 
95.0 
SO. 8 
91.7 
41.0 
7r).0 
23  2 
24.8 

90.0 

90.0 
05.0 
9.5.0 
90. 0 


,041. 9| 
0   6.2 

0    ..    j 
Oj   .. 
0   2.5 


15.0 


0    .. 

0   8.01 
0  23.8 


42.1 

78.8 
85.0 
85.0 
82.5 

85.0 

8«.0 
77.0 
63.3 


4.0  0.2 

1.0  0.1 
0.01  0.1 
..  0.3 
0.5i0.2 
0.4  0.4 
0.7 
0  1 
0.1 

0.8 


20.0 
15  5 
5.2 
3.1 

5.7 


'15  5  13,0l  80.3 


10.0 
0.3 


'/o 
33  0 
29.0 


0.3  43  0 
0.2  37.0 
0.6  46.0 
1.2  41.5 
0.3  39.1 
0.3!48.l!0.1 
O.S  43.5;  0.6 
37.5  0.6 


Vo 
25.2 


1.0  20.0 


1.1  3.2  0    0.4    5.0 
1.1  126.0    0  4  15.0 


0.4 


45.1  0.2 


0.4  40.1 

..  21.8 
..  37.2 
0.5  45.4 
0.5 
0.2 
1  4 
20.5 
3.0 
1.2 
31.0 
64.5 
0.6  20.7 
1.3J24.5 
0.5  10.0 
..      4.0 


35.0 
0.1 


44.3 


0.2 


35.4;  0.4'  (■ 

34. 5  1.5;  0.8 

20.6  IS. 0  0.5 
37.6    O.2I  9.0 
35.0    0.5 
33.2    0.5 


1.0 
5.0 


33.0  0.3   5.5 

24.1  ..    20.8 


0.9  "19.7 
0.2129.2 
1.0:26.4 


10.0  2.5  30.0  5.0 


2.0  !35 
0.8 
0.4 
0.1 


Ol  6.0 
1.5 
3.2 
3.0 


9.5 
25  9 
28  2 
264 
17.0 


1.0 
0.5 
0  8 
58  0 
0.7 
0.5 


1.4 
44.0 
12.5 

0.3 


22.0 
3.3 
7.5 
3.0 
1.5 

29.0 
8.0 
3.0 
2.0 
4.0 
3.0 
9.1 


0.8  20.0 
0.3  4.0 
1.7  10.0 


1.0  10, 
0.9  12]. 
0.1 


5.0 


18.0 


18.0 
? 
? 
? 


0.2  26.5,0.1 
,3 

3 '0.1 


5 15.0  1 
8,28  5;  0 
128.5    5 


0.2 
0.2 


0.3 
0.2 
1.5 
0.6 
0.1 

3.1 

1.5 

1.6 
1.5 
0.1 
1.4 
1.7 
0.2 


48.2 


0.1 


0.3 


0.3 
0.2 


225.5 
419 


19. '1  25.5 


24.2 
25  !o 
22.4 


6'19.5 
2121.0, 
6119. 5| 


5    1.1 

9.  0.2 
3  0.9 
6,  0.4 

a,    , 

2  1.8 
I 

5    1.3 

3  .. 
.5   0.2 

0   0  9 
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2.— TABLE   SHOWING    THE  DISTRIBUTION    OF   INGREDIENTS 
IN    SOME    MANUFACTURING    PROCESSES. 


Name  op  Mateeial. 

'2 

1? 

1 
1 

■^ 

1 

I^ 

1 

1.— Bbe-wing. 
1000  lbs  Barley,  contain 

lbs. 
855 
13.3 

lbs. 
15.2 

i!38 
8.74 

2!  94 
2.14 

3.2 
0.56 

0.28 
4.04 

14.08 
2.82 
0.71 

17.61 

12.32 
4.23 

4.60 
11.95 

3.20 
0.00 
2.60 

20.80 
14.65 

i.(;4 

4.51 

4.80 

4.53 
0.27 

1.60 

0.34 
0.44 
0.60 
0.32 

lbs, 

22  23 

1.00 

1.23 
2.43 
13.08 
0.54 
2.27 
3.65 

9.43 
1.06 
0.53 
11.02 

14.32 
5.13 

1.38 
30.73 

12.53 

7.67 

3.41 
16.79 

9.43 

0.51 
8.89 

10.  SB 

5.50 
1.80 
9.60 

6.10 

2.84 
3.26 

7.10 

1.15 
1.71 
1.20 

3.47 
0.57 

30.36 

25.15 
4  03 
1.22 

lbs. 
4.48 
0.345 

0.852 
0.749 
0.580 
0.033 
0.643 
1.998 

5.69 
0.184 
0.092 
5.966 

4.501 
0.883 
0.221 
5  605 

3.941 
1.325 

1.273 
3.993 

5.69 

0.086 

5.604 

5.26 

1.980 
O.fi-18 
2.672 

1.505 

0.247 
1.258 

3.914 

0.336 
0.5S5 
0.380 
1.741 
0.873 

lbs. 
0.58 
0.167 

0.039 
0.069 
1.474 
0.160 
0.097 

0.24 

0.040 
0  020 
0.300 

0.376 
0  195 
0.049 
0.620 

0.329 
0.293 

0.192 
0.430 

0.24 
0.266 

0.57 
0  154 

lbs. 
1.93 
0.056 

0.045 
0.066 
1.134 
0.055 
0.185 
0.484 

0.44 

0.088 
0.0-44 
0.573 

1  648 
0.429 
0.107 
2.184 

1  444 
0.643 

0.367 
1.730 

0.44 

0.042 

0.398 

3.03 

0.4.nS 

lbs. 
7  71 

15    "    Hops          "         

Distribution  of  the  Ingredients : 
Water 

0.168 
0  234 

33 

260 
9 
30 

0  653 

Brewers'  Grains 

3.631 
0  062 

Yeast  

1  349 

Beer 

0.939 

2.— DlSTELLBET. 

a.  1000  lbs.  Potatoes,  contain.... 
40     '■     Kiiu-Malt 

250 

37 

18.5 

125 

68i 

184 

46 

443 

599 
376 

45 
325 

250 

75 
45 

857 

664 
58 
135 

125 

65 
60 

184 

19 
46 
24 
25 
85 

860 

215 
460 
155 

1.63 
0  388 

20    "    Yeast-Malt 

0.194 

2.212 

(b.)  Grain  Spirits. 
800  lbs.  Rye,  contain 

6.710 

300    "  Kiln-Malt,  contain 

50    "  Yeast-Malt,      "        

The  Slump,                  "        

3.— Yeast  Manufacture. 

700  lbs.  bruised  Rve,  contain 

300    "    Barley-Malt,        "        

Distribution  of  the  Ingredients : 

1.526 
0.382 
8.618 

5.876 
2.801 

2.672 

6.005 

4.— Starch  Manupactuee. 

1000  lbs.  Potatoes,  contain 

The  remains  in  the  Fibre 

"      Water 

5.— Milling. 

1.63 

0.133 

1.497 

7.94 

Distribution  of  the  Iiisredients : 

2  Sfi2 

Mill-feed  (65        "       ) 

0  050    0.148    0.9S() 

Bran          (16  0        "        ) 

0.396 

1.333 
0.687 

1.394 

0.186 
0.028 

4.102 

6.— Cheese-Making. 
1000  lbs   Milk,  contain 

1.735 

Distribution  of  the  Ingredients : 

1.151 

Whey 

0.646   0.158 
0.379   0.536 
0.108   0.132 

0.584 

7.— Beet-Sugar   Manupacture. 
1000  lb'!  Root'^  coiitnin 

0.780 

Distriinitionof  the  Ingredients : 
Tops  and  Tails  (13  per  cent  of 

0.144 

Pomace  (15  per  cent  of  roots) 

Skimmings  (4  per  cent  of  roots).. 
Molasses  (3  per  cent  of  roots) 

0.390 
8.610 
0.141 

0.105 
0  240 
0.009 
O.OIO 

1.995 

1.850 

0.165 
0.384 
0  015 
0.073 

8.— Flax  Dressing. 
1000  lbs.  Flax-Stalks,  contain... 
Distribution  of  the  Ingredients : 

9.426,6.751 
9.17514.100 

3.990 

3.400 

Slrms  or  Husks 

Flax  .ind  Tow 

0.171    2.052:  O.OOd 
0.054   0  648   0.054 

0.474 
0.136 
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Cows,  Feeding  Grain  to 110-113 

'■     Feeding  iu  Winter  for  Ma- 
nure  2.50 

Dairy  Farms,  Bone-dust  on 315 
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Soil 219 

"  "    ■Removed  from  the 

Farm  by  Hay,  and  by  Milch  Oows.316 

Pig  Manure 4S-8o 

Composition  of 30o 

"        "         for  Cabbage 302 

Pigs  as  Manure-Mailers'  for  Market 

Gardeners 205 

Pigs"  Bedding 31 

•'    for  Enriching  Pasture-Land. .  .301 
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JUST    PUBLISHED, 


This  is  a  valuable  work  which  incotsthe  wants  of  persons  of  moderate  meaus, 
and  will,  it  is  believed,  prove  one  of  the 

Most   Popular  Architectural   Books 

ever  issued.  It  j^Ives  a  wide  range  of  desii;n,  from  a  dwelliiiG:  costin;;  $250  np  to 
S8,000,  and  adapted  to  farm,  villai.'e,  and  town  residences.  Nearly  all  of  those 
plans  have  been  tested  by  practical  workings.  They  provide  for  heating,  ventila- 
tion, etc.,  and  give  a  large  share  of  what  are  calle  1  Modern  Improvements.  One 
feature  of  tlie  work  imparts  a  value  over  any  similar  publications  of  the  kind  that 
we  l.ave  seen.    It  gives  an 

Estimate  of  the  Quantity  op  Every  Article  Used 

in  the  construction,  and  the  cos<  of  each  malerial  at  the  time  the  buihling  was 
erected,  or  tlie  design  made.  Even  if  jirici's  vary  from  lime  to  time,  one  can, 
from  these  data,  ascertain  wilhiii  a  few  dollars,  the  probable  cost  of  constructing 
any  one  of  the  buildings  here  presented. 

PROFUSELY    ILLUSTRATED.     12ino.     PRICE.  POST-PAID.  ■^\.r>0. 

ORANGE  JUDD  COMPANY,  215  Broadway,  New  York, 
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Winter  Greeneries 


By    Rev.    E.    A.    JOHNSON,   D.    D. 

Author  of  "  Half  Hour  Studies  of  Life,''''  etc.,  etc. 


This  Volume  differs  from  most  other  works  on  winter  gardening,  in  giving 
the  results  of  actual  practice.  The  author  for  several  years  past  has  found  re- 
creation in  beautifj'ing  his  study  \Yith  plants  ;  his  wort  has  resulted  in  so 
much  enjoyment  to  himself  and  his  friends  that  he  has  been  induced  to  tell 
what  he  did,  and  how  he  did  it.  The  book  .is  not  a  mere  dry  set  of  directions, 
but  its  teachings  are  presented  in  the  pleasant  form  of  letters  to  some  young 
ladiss,  who,  having  witnessed  the  author's  success,  have  asked  his  instruction, 
and  this  allows  a  genial  personality  to  pervade  the  work,  and  makes  it  withal 
readable,  as  well  as  instructive.  It  is  a  most  excellent  guide  to  successful  win- 
ter-gardening, as  suited  to  American  homes,  with  our  peculiar  domestic  sur- 
roundings, and  those  who  follow  its  teachings  will  reach  a  satisfactory  measure 
of  success.  The  cncrravings  include  several  representations  of  the  author's  study 
PINELY    ILLUSTRATED.     ISino.     PRICE,   POST-P.\IT).    .^1. 

OEANGE  JUDD  COMPANY,  245  Broadway,  New  York. 
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FOOD  FROM  THE  FAR  WEST; 

OR, 

AMERICAN  AQRICULTURE. 

WITH  SPECIAL  REFERENCE  TO  THE 

Beef   Production  and  Importation  of   Dead  Meat  from 
Aijierica  to  Great  Britaia. 

By     JAMES     MCS5«]¥AILfl>, 

Author  of  the  Highland  anrl  A  gricultitral  Societi/s  Prize  Essays  on  the  Agriculture 

of  the  Counties  of  Caithness,  Fife,  Ross,  and  Cromarty,  etc,  etc. 

It  is  sometimes  an  advantage  to  have  portions  of  onr  own  country  described 
by  a  stranger,  as  many  points  whicli  an  American  regards  as  matters  of  course, 
strilic  hinTas  novel  and  of  interest,  and  if  the  writer  from  abroad  bo  a  good 
observer,  ho  is  lilvcly  to  give  us  a  fuller  account  than  would  an  American 
describing  the  same  territory 

As  the  Special  Commissioner  of  the  "  Scotsman  "'  dispatched  to  the  United 
States  to  study  American  Agriculture.  Mr.  IMacdonaUl  has  devoted  niucli  time 
in  familiarizing  himself  with  the  soil,  climate,  prodiictiims.  and  rclalive  oppor 
tunities  and  inducements  of  Texas.  Nebraska,  Kansas,  Iowa,  and  Ihe  neighbor- 
ing States,  and  has  embodied  the  results  of  his  protracted  labors  and  observa- 
tions in  this  Vohime  of  .^.'JO  p'.ges.  Wo  find  in  the  book  the  whole  subject  of 
cattle,  sheep,  and  hog  raising  in  the  Western  States  discussed  in  detail,  and  by 
a  disinterested  observer.  It  is  a  work  which  can  not  fail  to  be  of  value  to  those 
who  contemplate  entering  info  this  branch  of  agriculture,  and  to  those  who  arc 
engaged  in  -the  exportation  of  meat  to  other  countries.  Tliosc  who  are  in- 
toTCsted  in  tiie  dt^velopmont  of  tliis  brand)  of  industry,  as  related  to  our  national 
prosperity,  will  find  hero  a  vast  fund  of  information  upon  food  supply -a  sub- 
ject of  interest  both  at  home  and  abroad.  Not  the  least  valualile  portio.i  of  the 
work  are  tlie  copious  statistics  regarding  the  raising  and  getting  to  market  of 
crops,  cattle,  sheep,  hogs.  etc.  12mo.  Clotli,  hlack  and  gold. 
rniOK,    POST-P.Ml),    $1.50. 

ORANGE  JUDD  COMPANY,  245  Broadway,  New  York. 
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THE    AMERICAN    AGEICtJLTURIST, 

FOR  THE 

FARM,   GARDEN,   AND   HOUSEHOLD. 

Eslabli;5lnccl  in  lS4f4. 

Tie  Best  aiiJ  Clieapsl  A£ricnltiiral  Jonrual  in  tie  f  orlil. 

Teems,  whicli  incluae  postage  pre-paid  by  the  Publishers:  $1.50  per  annum,  in 
advance  ;  3  copies  for  $4 ;  4  copies  for  $3 ;  5  copies  for  $6 ;  6  copies  for  §7  ;  7  copies 
for  fS ;  10  or  more  copies,  only  §1  each.    Single  Numbers,  13  cents. 
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isclier  Agriciiiturist. 


The  only  purely  Agi-icultural  German  paper  in  the  United  States,  and  the  best  in 
the  world.  It  contains  all  of  the  principal  matter  of  the  English  Edition,  together 
with  special  departments  for  German  cultivators,  prepared  by  v/riters  trained  for 
the  work.    Terms  same  as  for  the  "  American  Agriculturist." 

Books  for  Farmers  and  Others, 

Send  a  three-cent  Postage  Stamp  for  our  new  illustrated  and  descriptive 
Catalogue  of  Books  on  all  branches  of  Agriculture,  Horticulture,  Architecture,  etc. 
All  books  comprised  ia  this  Catalogue  will  be  mailed  pre-paid  on  receipt  of  the  price 
named.  Our  abridged  descriptive  Catalogue  of  Books  will  be  sent  free  on  application. 

Books  on  Out-Boor  Sports  and  Pastimes. 

Send  a  three-cent  Postage  Stamp  for  our  new  and  elegantly  gotten  up  Catalogue 
or  "  Sportsman's  Library  of  Standard  Books,"  containing  brief  descriptions  or  out- 
lines of  nearly  one  hundred  and  eighty  works  upon  legitimate  Out-door  Sports  and 
Amusements,  and  illustrated  with  a  great  number  of  engravings,  many  of  them 
drawn  from  life,  and  faithfully  portraying  the  points  and  characteristics  of  game, 
birds,  flshes,.horses,  dogs,  etc.,  etc. 

CRAIVDALL'S   BLOCKS  Ar^'D  TOYS   FOIl   CIIILDKEiV. 

These  instructive  and  amusing  toys  embrace  the  following  among  others :  Heavy 
Artillery,  District  Scliool,  Alphabet  Blocks,  Chinese  Blocks,  Acrobats,  Expression- 
Blocks.  Little  All-Eight,  Wide-Awake  Alphabet,  John  Gilpin,  Toy  Horse,  Menagerie, 
Masquerade-Blocks,  Ye  Hero  of  '76,  Improved  Gymnasts,  Building-Blocks 

Orange  Judd  Company,  Sole  General  Agents. 

A  complete,  descriptive  illustrated  Catalogue  of  these  Toys  will  be  mailed,  post- 
paid, to  any  address  on  application. 

OEANGE  JUDD  COMPANY,  245  Broadway,  New  York. 
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